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32010 5M 31 2011 <1^ Wte W I ^ ^ ^ 1 

3ri^ 2010 ^ 10 O^WcT ^ 3W ^ ^ ^ ^ ' 

2Z ii?RW<i 5i^3n^ft=TO3'n^20i0 3Stwftei*t^ 5 kt 

4 w yfiRRT ^a^^aih!3il^2oii<wwi35t*icn3ilOT^i^3iM 2010 

TRT^I 

30 ^ 2011 ^ 1 2012 (T^ ^ 31^^ ^ I 

3 2 T ^ ^ 

3.1 ^ ^ ^ 3T^, 30 2011 m ^ ^ 3r^ ^ ^T I 

4 1 Mf^W ^ ^ 3M 30 f%cTT^ 2011 ^ 4?^R ^ ^ 3RJ ^ ' 

<^ g7^ OT?T ^ W ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 


ril ^ 1 2012 ^ 31 2014 ^ ^ 

(ii) . ^ ^ ^ 2005 ^ f^?nm?ft ^ 3 I^R 

t^^ZJT W f 1 

(iii) . irt 3 n 45 ^ f. 


(iv). 


” M 

imm (c^, 

2009 (^R<it^) 

1559879 

2010 (^RRll^) 

1891105 

2011(^R<ito) 

1800000 

2012(3RPTH) ^ 

1395030 

2013 (3RIRRT) 

1395030 

1 2014 (3RPTH) 

1395030 


^ 2009 3fty 2010 lito 1559879 €1^ 3^7 1891105 €1^ iP1 

JTJflR, qtoRHi 3ft7 ^ 9>t ^1 1200000 <!1^^ sfrf 1300000 ^ 

illcimicl ^ 11 


^^HcIM ‘II'<^?J,<1 


(V). 


2012 ^ 2014 ^ lei's ^ITcTRTfcT 2008 ^ 35^01^ 

gj^^R^T ^^R^ ^ MR^lelri cil^-ra 4^ ^T^toRT ^ 5RI^ 


ftjfllPl^^it ^i RltltR'T wj^ ^1 
cT^ #itcl 1^ f I ^ 




[«nn ui—4] m Ti^m : srawRni 3 


^ 1395030 ^ ^ ^ CPmT 1534638 ^ aft] 

5^ WR, cR«iei ^ ^Tcifr?tiT 1395030 (qiS fflFfRTT ^ PlHd^ ) # I 

(vi) . ^ 2010 ^ ^ ^l<;c| 3 a[ 30 ^ tjST tl STeTmi, #fn 

^ «f?W iRJT t, HR^icl'l'f A ^pEIT3iff ^ ^ TOIT ^ iT 7j}c|'<u| ^ 

(vii) . gT^ f^T w ^?tpt yi^c^ fikm ^ ^ ^ 

(viii)- ^ ^ 2009 ^ 2011 t 3 (t^ cr^ 2012 ^ 2014 ^ 

(lx). bTht t(k^ ^ 2 ?^i Rrtfe %# 

__p<p.a'i ^1) 


r 

gTTtif^gj 3lig^ 

' 3rggM 1 



2010 

2011 

2012 

2013 

2014 

mfm\ 

155^979 

1891105 

1800000 

1395030 

1395030 

1395030 

^^gleiH 3TTg 

55526.48 

63031.81 

57940.70 

44915 27 

44915 27 

44915 27 

gRgicH ggg 

12036.05 

15172.55 

14405.64 

13286 23 

^14020 56 

14795.53 

*2^g¥RT 

10637.48 

11348.48 

12167.68 

9217 52 

9217 

9217.52 

ggf^ 

7336.06 

7186.61 

7729.51 

8235 38 

8765.60 

9321.64 

jrR3lt7%:j* (^TpTTT) 

. 

14799.44 

13029 14 

16810 35 

16807.23 

16804.12 

l)f7l?tg/lTTgT 

9649 36 

14524.73 

10608 53 

- 

- 

- 

|»llgfP ggRg 1 

' 


47549.48 

48810.92 

50138.81 

Ifggg Jlt^g/ingT 

9649 30 

14524.73 

10608 53 

-2634.21 

-3895.65 

-5223.54 

f‘'^gg 3Tf^/tngT 
agg ^ yf^g T^g ^ 

17 33% 

23.04% 

18 31% 

-5.86% 

-8.67% 

-11.63% 

3ft^ 3l1^/qTgT 

19.68% 


■8.72% 



4.2. vjM^ cn Rerf^ ^ srrafR cr, tTVT ^ oflcTlStt^^l^'cl ^ hv^c^ ^ 'frR ^ ^PTF^cT: 8.72 yfrl^lrf cA 

3f£pm ^ ^ ?H?TTf^ Cfft 11 

4.3^ ’jlrcflill^tfl^'et SRT 3nT^ 9^IC| ^ 1^ inj ^ !4'{t1lRlrl ef^cM ^ 

(i) . TiJkll =7^"^ ^ 'tJJc^HVy Zf^ Ui^jotp ^ eRT^ 11 

(ii) , mi 71 71 ijT^ ^ imm ^ MR?f gif ^rgici zp! y-f^irg 

W t, cPl11% ZIF 'iKlfdlvl gRT ^ TJTRft ^ I 

(ill). ^r^fldd gi grf ■oDRdH^'jf <?i^^ ^ ^ TRTsR ggizn 1 

(Iv). PihRiRsIcI ^ g? ^ ^ 

(g^). TIlgFg mimR g?t g7 ^ 1.25 g;gT 'TIIHM <P^ ^ g7 ^ g'pTgT gZR onfelgijyf 

gj^g^ gg gFTtlg I 

(7g). ^mi^^g^^ ^ g7 ^ gtT^ 1.15 7^ Tngpg g^ ^ g7 ^ g^pg (W 

gi^g^ ^ gT;i ^ ^ cTgZ Sggrggg r 

(g). 711^ g^ g?t g^ ^ g^gr 1.73 g;gT i{ TlTggg Cg^ ^ g7 ^ glggl gcp 3fl^7jl 

gj^HT)' gg yFTggl 

(v). tgTPTR, gfR ?Tg girag ggRf ^ gi^ ^ ^ ^ g ^lHd gf^ gfrtg^ f^ll^ 

{l?gg7T31T^7Mf) T| g^ ^ T^R tTgl ^ gR^ gg IRcgg fcfrgT Tfqj t Hgf gtyj^ if cT^RTg 29. 

50 7T^ ^ [) 
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(vi) . TRftcH WR ^ ^ ^ TcR ct^ ^ ^ ^ ^ i (^f? 

iflv^cji ^ ^ 8.70 flfcRKT ^ #!T ^ w f) I aTeTM, ar-j_4isi»n imRli ^ 

ci^<4) 4 ^ yfclRn arwR ^ «)<di4 1^ tfji uwiti w %, v^+ii Jli ^ i 

(vii) . 4 fecT cFTi^ ^ ^ ^ 300 yf^ cry? ^ ^ i ^'o 200 /- ^ ^ t ^0 

800/- ^ I 

(viii). ^ uwif^d Pih 4^ f 

(^). ^yr# anTiM/Wcf ^ xj^an|x?ft;^r ^ M ^ ^ 

w i I 

(^). an##^ ^ ^ atk airaRT/Mcr ^ f^' ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ 11 

(^). ^ ^ ^if^kT ^ #T ^ ^ ^ 11 

(^)- 3TF fexyxj^t y^ftcH, art^kft afk uftfernjTjt <r>,i-i<i‘ ^ ^ Pi!tj<?4) f^tf'd ^ I 

4.4. d^fy 4, didf^ yft^tan^4ti?d ^ aiy^ ywif^^i ^ 8.72 yfcRRT ^ yy wwiq tor t, y? 

^ w t v^ncDai r j tft ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 4 ^ yy 'jswrr yf^md 4t w^wif^n tor #1 xpi yy! fyH^f y^^ 

^ yn xjctTcr yf^md, ^ 5Xf# ^ w t. oft^tant^l^ &m w w t yy ^r xfi^ x^Ayyy^ f^r 


W t: 



^ yjT ^ 

y^ii'cy? ^ ydiikd yf^ 

1. 

^ 3 ^ iy> - diHM ^S[T^ y^^y^ ^ yrcFny ^ yi^/yr^ ^ vnd^i'i 
^ yy 

34.58% 

2. 

<sl^ 2 — dllcft Hlttidf'Rr 4>^d'4 ^ fdV{ V*ff< 

25.43% 

3. 

^ 3 y> - vjflf^dHiiyl a^k M^dH yi'^y^l (d^ an^M ark qkiddr 
y>^yy) ^ lerj uTdyry ^ yi'4 yyRt ^ kR yy 

74% 

4. 

^ 3 ^ - vii^f^H 4 yl atk y^ftcR y^y^ ^ Ids' yr^ kf yHRli ^ 
yy 

88.54% 

~5~ 

Htg 3y - a^l'{ H?Yla»i ^ (dx; yi4 >4 uhr^ ^ 

yy 

74% 

6. 

^ 4 - aif^ aiTypki ykrrmxy afk yr^ y? f^ yyR 

25.43%-M 
4.58%-7m^ 

7. 

<iis 5 — i}>q'( 'isi'id^ ^ (cHk! ffHl'< 

29.50% 

8. 

^'4 (5 - ^'Wl\ji ^ yyR 

29.50% 

9. 

7y - Tiy aiiddd ^ yyR 

29.50% 

10. 

8 - UirfldH ai^cjljHy aft^ 4 >^««m ^ yyR 

94.28% 

11. 

<d4 ay - 'rfld d'lk cfi yyR 

300% 


5. Mkcr xRFRf 4 ? i 4 qr^ ^ 3i^dR, y^rny f^yfyj 30 RidH'i 2011 vilv^H^M atk 'Jm 414^1 lait/dqq'tcnni msyt 

y^t ^yy?f ^ ykytf^ tor yyt s^ri ^yykdTart/xjyykdT/^fyy^ ^ yryi vifi^^ i^ y^ 

yfcT^fe ^ WT ^ 3f^f^ y54 5>fii ^ witydiart/xjyykdT ^ feyfM xr aiy^ 

ai^f^^i ^ f I 

6, uwM y54 yi®?^y5 ^t^terr ^ arraR yv, ^ ^ yv arfrfkyd ^jyyr/^y^tyRxy hi'I'^ ^ 

UHNcil ?yk ys f^yjy^ 9 yy^R 2011 srt w ^\ d^yy ^gyyr^ ^ yry, ^ yy 

fWr^ 7 2011 gRT y^^oR ikrr affi ?yk gRT ^33 t^ y?yt alk x^klanfffxjd gRT ^kcT cry^^ yryki y^ 

■yR "YNl rfffcTyyy^ f^yi yyr f: 






’iTR?! ^ : aroivm 
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[^m—^r»5 4] 



5M ^31^ ^ TR!T 


(^). 

■'fTRTJ^: 


(i). 

2005 ^ ^ ^ 

^Nl t H?JC^ v3cMI<;tT>ai ^ clclltl^»1 ^3^ ^ 

\5^ 1 4Jl*i—1 yflcTl^l^Jl^'d ^ fI5BT t 

fi ^ 2010 ^ 3ft^ W ^ \irqK<t>c1l 30 ^ 
^i3T aJIi ^ 

^ ?Tcf ^ ^ ?nf^reT t 

y7?Tm 3n^ '^. 

^lT?^Mt/55/2008-i;:^3Jl^^c^1 

14 /2008-iRT^Rf3rT^##r f^-ircp 

19-9-2008 sfk 30-12-2008 TTW g1%?T 2005 ^ 

^fW^r m 3rMT% ti ^ 

^ ^ '(^RtIIRcI 25 

^ yf^ ^ wrftcT ufciHMc^ ^ 3T^(ft 

^ Pl'^l'l'l '“Hri-i 1 vj^ic^chcii 

A ?TTfi^eT 7 f<?iy 3?^f^ ^ 11 

(ti). 

^ a>6l t f^> 

eTFKT aTl£|Tf^ tl ^ 

eTFKT ^ 31'^Hlf^c1 ^ETR ^ 

^’‘M <RTKJ 1 

3j';iHif^ci ^tTR ^ 'cfR <^'l >Yi ytcT ymft Tiyy Is'^ 
yaf ^ y^«TT aiyf^ gRi ytcT yJt yR^iidHidicP 
Hijih'! a 4,^114| |r^[ 

(iit). 

^ wt-1 ?f^.^. 8 ^ cllf^tfjl ^ 

^ ’RT ti ^ 

cfR^ ^ Wi 2005 ^ 

^ ^ t sflR llf^ ^ ^ 

?Tt v3'Mti> <|3KI’I ^cTF? 1 

y-wiq 

yRTR XR ^ 3TT^ 

/55/2008-Wff3rit^ci1 ^ ^fyyrrtft/ 
14/2008-W173#?M ^ TTm qfe?T 2005 c^ 

f^?TTRr^ XR 3TMTf^ 11 

^ f^RTT vifR ^fXjyyxff 2005 

f^riWiji')' y?T ^ 2.3 A w 

'HIHI-fId: ^ ^ lF?^ 

WT ychWM yfrlHHch 3lk c^fech>T aH{^ qsTi|T| 

2005 ^ f^?TTRr^ft' yy X5w 2.3 RixT-iq^^ 

“ ' 1 

^ VfxT^ ^ Sf^ 7^ fAdko! ^ 
WFfF^: <^<r>t1*iM U(^HH^, 

^ ^Amr 

^rcncTT, 2005 ^ ^ 1.7 

^twfr 3 t^ t y? 3fR 

3{afcIT yd ^ xfTTT5^ 

3Tdyy XR^ xfRH :zn' xRtTd ^ d ~^'\ 

f^?TTRt^ ^ ffTcraFTf ^ ^ y^ yR TTcFdl 

t\ 

2005 ^ dyx^ f^rTRi-4d ^ ^ 2.4.1 A d 
vjec^'a f^jyr yyr t yfcPTH^j ^fedxii d 

yjd yy yyiyi f^Rn vsny 1 

3lk xRTXRT3nihi^ix^ rm fM^yiTcf>‘ ^U'jRf 
cfy 31Efty 'dHI'l ^x| (0l'"| J' yjTfcTcfi c^ 'Jidd ^ 

3lk ^ x^d yn fTtR f^i;: yrd mi'\ 

TTczry^R f^ ynxRn yfr mncr; xr ^ i 

1 ■ 

F^RT TRJ^ 3nto x5t TTSt 
yyyy^TT^dd ^ yry^ xl' dx^x^rd f^l^ y?jcy^ 
3Td?r ^ Rxi xTXT Ri^id XR OTEiiRd t dv 3\yA^\ 

n dxTyxiifr/14/2008-WfT3TT^dd f^xilcF 19 
Rfrfy^ 2008 C^ % 13 (ii) (yo.(^.(^).cy) d'? fix’! 
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^ ^ 2011 

^ ’ifNt ^ qital^q) 3TT^ f I 


CT^gra>R 5KT 

yTT^ 2011 ^ 2011 ^ ^ 3Rt^ ^ 

qiwf^ 30^ ^1 


^ 2{M)9, 2010 3i1^ 2011 ^ 'jncn'41l^4l^ci 

IfM viH^ ^ 3<^^/3l^*l(Pni 

^ 3j^ ^ 

cfjl^ q«lqix ^ I 


2005 ^ ^ ^ 2.5. 

1 ^ ^ ^ 2011 ^ 1^ 

wf^/3i^*nf^ m\m ^ f^^ /cipm 

^zM ^ 3ncd^ ^ 2012 ^ 2014 ^ 
wrrad ^ wi HFT?( ^ ^ ^1 


13 (m)(^I) ^ 3!#1 ^lan \iMcW ^ ciR'id 

MRij|el<t> 4>t ^ ^ 

ST^ 3frt^ ^ ^ t i 

1^ 3pft^ xSfrcrf^ ^ 

3nerR ^ 3(t^ 2005 ^ <riv;v:*t4) f^rfrt?Tt ^ 
ai^f?TR, <idMR m^wi^ fciwi ^ 

ter w ^1 _ 

tjid i zj i d afhf 31^MlPlrf 'i|\Jl^ vsn^—3FR?f 2011 
^ ^cnw 3j^ Tif^ 'jivji^^^ 

3lMf^ f I ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

zncTRITcl ^ wftfim W 11 2011 ^ 
imm ^ ^ snr ^ 3ii?rq}^ 

^«c=^3fT^ ^ 1^ 6 yfriTm W ^ ^ ^ 

2010 ^ qif^q’ (^<gl ^ 3n^iRd f i 

yRcT^ 2011 ^ 3l<h{*R 2011 ^ ^ 3Tcli^ ^ 
qi^Rc^ Z^lclWRT 1,577,335 §1 t5R^ 2011 

^ 2011 31^ ^ M 

f^ yTl^ ^ 2012 d ^ cRill^^tf^ 

I __I 

rf^ ^ 3r^ ^ ^ 

^ 3d 2009 d ^0 152,325,163 3?! f^^JlTTcl ^ 
2d ^ ^ 2d I cl2?lfd 3n1^ 

^ ^ ^ 2010 afhf 2011 d <jd^ 

^ ^ «di ^ 2005 ^ 

R!j| | p l <^i< ft ^ ^ 2.16.1 ^ 3n«JEfFT ^ 3T^ffR f I 
^^fc^ki, Rzira^ ^ 2009 ^ 3t?H ^R33> WnTT7 d I 

3r?mJiToi 3d ^ afR Rrfd^ ^ : 

fIcT ^>1 gd«?ld 3>^ ^ fcFI tcfl^l’cl 3d ^ 2d I 

§^Tf^, cdijvH'ti ?T?T tiR ^iRti ffen 3nv i ! 

' 2005 fd?TTfd^ ^ 2.9.10 d I 

^ ^ ^1? 3iK1 t td> M^*ff 3d •3dd3d^n 
e^^mr fdsdRtl 3)^ .3d 3^ 3H3d3^ 3d 3!Kpfi I 
dw 2008 ^ RTTlfdd^d ^ ^12213 "d fd^IT 3^1 
3TFt fdnid wfa*1Ncp ctTHcT 3d feWT 8^1, d 
3i3d 3c33r d^idlcid ^ an^ ?7fd^ 3d 
^3la1H emcIT fdcffRcl 3d tl 3? ^ 3d 
333733^ ^ t fd^ ^twdl 2005 ^ RvI[dT<^:^f1 
zd TiR 23 ^ ^iqnfiqi 3cfR 3 yldWfd 

gf3m3d ^31 ct 1H/3#3^ 83mT 3d 3TZH1 ^ 
fdr? uRhM 35 3fR elP; 3^^n I 

^jd^dsTil 3T7F 3rrdl fr^rn ^ d | 

31'WR35 ?J5C 37 fd3K 3>7d ^ ^ 2.9.10 ^d ' 
i l R^ l fd rf 3>73T Tldt 3^1 ^1 ^ 3^3131 33 

ar^TR^ fd^ 33T 23 dj 3R^lfd3^ 2^ 2T3cTT ^ 
37T37 ?t3T sfR ?7T 3337 60 bRRRT tr3r3 \J33W 
^ fe13 3Tf^l33T3 31^ UfdcHR ^33OT 3R3Td ^ 
fe13 fdTTTfdddt 33 ^5^3 d337 ft 313^3 I 
^ 3TWR 37, 3TfT £333 yfclHH3d ^ 
3f5^/3TrrmM 3r533d 3d 3ide3 3^337 t. ef^ui 
3T^ ^J^3ldt ^ 7^ d 7lfd3iix3 3?l ‘’fd ^ I 
fTT TdT’t d, 3f 3?fl 33i t td^ k^M^Rrsn^^dcd cd 
37 7i?to 37313 37 fTl^ 311^71 71 
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[tiniiii—ao® 4] 


_ I 

'TO ^ 




^kWft/55/2008-TT^1li^3n^^M d 

^ Ri«etd t^RTT t ^ 3rl^ 

^ 3lf^ VJII^ 41*4J <|VJ1I<J 

Z^S(f^ «TOT ^ ^ PiylRd 

4)^ ^ ^ffe^ikr #TTi 

€tOTft ^ 3T^^, ^ mR^IcW <§?radl ^ 

^ 1^ 3lk/3famT 3lk 4)^ 

’TRicp JSTHm ad^ ’TT^ u^Rdci 4 r wm ^ i 
^twdt ^ ^ 45t t MRdH4> 

ffTHdT ad^ vi'Mt^ IfM HgRcifl '5^cR ♦K^iad ^ 
^fclT ^ ^ ^ ?RJe^ giyi ^<i>'tiii eVil 1 

aRTi nR^iieicf) ^ cTR^d^ afftfr^ ^ ?RF 

fclTciRT 4R^ ^ wm qRdIcHH'l’ MRwf^ 

'SM^^Rlm ^ «^u RtdRd ♦ii'i«f>l ^ 'ti<i4 d 

y?5^ Pit^IRa ckt«PT fi ^ 

yfclh!dic+icfj ■^fecfjkr ^?reT hR'^ich ^ rw 

?tcTT "t alk 'J^ 

tfjl vjll^ cjicd «{>?icini ^ dldci 

^ vJ^RTtWad ^ ^ tf'<dl 

11 ^ 2.4.1 d MR<DleMa ddia thdcd ^ 

^?Rf viHcW ^ 6^?!! ^djyf ^TTddl ^ cTR 

^ ^ t, i\ erw ^ ad^^p ™ 

^1 ^ WR d RrM fdcpTHT t fd> 

■HRTf yl! cfd’ld 4*51 HR^ dHcil 

dldNlct RidR <P^ ^ ^kfcT t, ^ 'd}l4)iy 

«F7d ^ <jfccf>Vl ^ 'dHRlfdd 4Rd ^ fd"^ 

f\ \3tT^ ^1 

QWr ^ 3TTd?T 

dd^Rdt / 55 / 2008-^fl? 

^twdt / 14 / 2oo8-i7^RR^antdtdt ^ fddRd 

'fTR^ ffRcTT/WRcT ^ ^ ^T^dP ^RTTcl 

4Rd TPRI 3TMR ’FTT d fk^T 'Nl ^ 1 

^R^RTan#?M and?T 

<fli^k|Mdl/1^/2008-'^'Icd 4 d ^ 

d IdRd dt ?RREfR^P d Rld*4'j 2008 d 

iriRd and^r ^ d 

MRd d> feik: ^ cpid^f^ ^ ^ 

ddk aiNfrdiji zti i ^hidcji^ 

cd dkR ^ arjd?? aik fdx! ^ggfjcf ^ 

(jfccnki alk d^di ^ ^’d ^ 1 

apRR di? TRfd^ "^fecpRi d ^RdiRiid alk 
wdkdiad dtdt d> f^ add fkrfd 4dt 11 

fRTTi^ cj^cpki f^Rd ^R-cildcp ^ yRldRf 

^ ^IRd C^ dTdT ^ dWR ^ cd 

'JflcR ^ y'lr'dlf^a ^RdT 11 

v^Jif^cfd d^ i> d^ddyR, ^cPRM 4> cTFTd 
dd y'ftna ad a^ yRiRd f 1 

(viii). 

doHHij hIv^c^i yRj'c^ t^ Ti4tafi 4> 
3nt?T Rto 3 Tn4 2010 ^ 
^5T4^nfM ^ ^kn, ^ ^ 

r'Tk wna 14.10.2008 ^ ^tRRdr ^ 

^ ^d andar fdddP 19.9.2008 ^ 
w ^dkPR ad M MR'HaRda'f 
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14 ara^JjR 2008 IRT ^ ftTW ^ 

2009 ^ 2011 ^ ^PFIT 4>t 

^^tl cisni^, ^ t. 

2009 tfM Wt ^FRT 

m 3i^ ^?T?Tl%T 0 2009 

2005 ^ ^ 3T^»#Rr 

m 3iraT% «iTi 5 Rt 

Tf%T ^ ^ £fTO 

30 f^lcTiR 2011 

^ ^ Mlcl^f^d ^TFRP Jim m 

ci^ 2012 2014 ^ ^ 3i^*nf^ ^ wn 

^ # 1 ^ Hf^lcl^t 

^ 31#1 ^ 2012 ^ 2014 ^ 

4ldl4ld ^ ^ 'PHtfj 4n 

^ mi 

aTRaiWl^ afrf JMf ^ anm? m 21.03 

^ttJTTTITft A 

^ 15.1.2009 £jM 2005 ^ 

RuiiPl^sjil ^ ^ 2.5.1 ^ anm^ ir y^iq 
w(^ 4*1 f^r^ w mi 41^, 

A TRPRT3n^#€t ^ ^ w?fimT URirn m 
an^ 30.12.2008 ^ m w f^icw 

2000 ^1 iR ^n% aifiR*! 

an^ A ai^i^Rd "^fe^vVi ^ ^p¥teTT 4?1 ^ «Jt I 
an^ 30.12.2008 ^ 3 (iv) m A 

tar t fTRT ^RTtRian^^iM ^n*i^ ^ 

aiMdmi w aicif^ cjfe^Vi ai^m 

c5^ ^ IpffyR ^ ^ cto yR'HMfoPff ^ 

^ xR yfcram ^ ^ ti vsxr^ 

arr^ xr R^qm ^ ^ ;St^tan^ A 
xR 3TRaft^ ^ ^ ^ Rnj afXRTT ^ri^ 

y^dm m i cimfxl. w ^lyx^ an^ 

30.12.2008 yn af^cR^ II ^ ^ 

XR ^Ten ym m aik ^rxjxrjnfi 45t 
ctym^ XR Riaqx 2011 ^ ^lelT ym KTTI ^ 
ar^eP^ ^ ^ xj^ ^^RTm t xr^R^arr^#^ ^ 

y5f4<r4> 'Hq>ci U'Jsi'S MR'Mqfca<if ^ anm^ xr 

ym mi 

5'df^'s'. yxf^lPI H'Wiq vidx^'daii^'tTlc?) ^ *11*1 ^ 

^ anfl^ ^Ri4i>i ^ ai^m^ y^ 
Rjqi xfin" ^ 1 

yMan^ ^ ^ t ^tyxTifxlt ^ ufl^tan^ ^ yixf 
2010 ^ y^jotp arR?T yiRd fl*pi 

xprxRiaii^'rft^l ^ y?j^ 19 . 9.2008 

afk 30.12.2008 ^ ani?T ^i ^ ai^-dl^d tetd 
^ anfl^i^ Rpit yiHi mf^i xj%i 

qRcud^ ^ y?jc^ Pl^rfRd 

ReRdT afk >dHMcii ^ fWtd ^ f^ 

mfly 1 

(a). 

^ '01^41 H6c^ vJHcH^ ‘iJ'i'iR 

3R[Ppfr ^ gePTT: 

^ #s 2.13 ^nf^njTRT ^ 

3r^en t y^f^d MRd ^ ^ 

^ 3I^RFff ^ ^ W#cT 

^EidT aPT^ i afd ^ w^w afh? 

^ ^pftcsT 45t ^1 A 


(i) 

^r<^tan5[41w ^ ^ ^i4 2009 ^ 

2011 ^ ai^ppff ^ towRoj ariWf 

cfR^ ^ ^ Wi-7 ^ I 

ar^f^ ^ddl xMl # 1 RlHdl ^ f - 

y>) 15 yttr?m mrMTcT ^ 

^) dyRd/^1^ ^ ^ ^ wft P^^Rr 

xtRxjiPI 

^) c^pm 4dcT ^dxrrq 

^ 2.13 ^ ar^dR, y^ ^ ^ 

^ thi4Pi'Miqd y?l ^pfteTT yRiar afh? f^cdtd 





['wn in— 4 ] 











^ 2010 g?r 3fra wn A ^ f^, uidiiH 

^ cT^ wfp^ ^ i) arrarmR ^ 

3rra ^ ^TFT^ ^ ^ ^0 2845.01 

^ ^ ^7 to7 11 cpf 2010 

^ 01*1 H^l'l^ OTcife feflj TTTTtf&rT 
(2006 ^ 3I^HlRd ^7) 3ft7 2010 ^ It ^ 
ii %i5?T ^ (’TTcf 2010 ^ 31jHt(^r| ^7) 
7f?f 3it7TcT 9tftcf 11 71? sflTlcT FHT? 3r57TT7 
CT^ ^ TK) 2837.90 MR^ft^Irl t \ 


M 2009 307 2010 i> ^ 750 10931. 

45 cTR5 3tt7 ^0 11592.45 eTKsT ^ f I 

?T5TTf^, yft^t3n^4tl^ gTTT efFRT \Jctt1 


^ 7T%cT |?r[ 7T%n ^ I 

yfl<n3fr^4K[<H ^ yc<457 3^t7 cpI^Picyic;^ 

0^ ^cil^Hi-ff ^ +/- 20 nf^m 5^ 

^ 11 ?7T^, ^ ii TfTn-qt^l cf^t 

^ 3l|chf^c1 ^ to? a?l I 




cIMId TjafT "017 

STM 3^t7 ^ 3lt^1^ 3^t7 cpf 2009 3tt7 

2010 ^ ^7510^t%FT ^ W f^fto 

srf^T^ ^ ^ 3m7 ^ topT c^ to top 
ftoo ^1 




2009 31R 2010 
4iR<f> c^'isit 7J3JT yfrl^Ra PlMf^felrl oqq'l gft 
y<^fd cp^: 

(^) fpf^ct pVdl ^ toj HiqtlN 
(73). qiPlRitJtT) 

(P). wtoFT tor TJetp 

(^. ciTto 3?r f\i ^ to 3T^f^icT to 
iff 

(^. Tftojyi ^ to TTWPI 


CR 2009 3fR 2010 ^ to aPTTT: 750 93.05 

cii<a to ^0 83.07 cii<a cf?f 3rpf7ftop Pi|ti4t ^ 

mwT ^tor ti tototo stoto? ^ ^ 




2009 77 2011 ^ to WcTT^ 
toto 5^ PITTTto 3071 to 2012 i\ 2014 7^ 
to 3 ljHlPld 3071 07 7 ^ to totoof 

toto 3)t f^IRd ^ 00 3070 7p7^ ^ 7pT7^ 

70^ ^1 


71? qTIT 070 ? \jito3ofift?Jc7 ^ TJoi 
to? 7r>7f 3007 ^ TftoTf ^ sotooop ^ to ^oti 
5^ 7T3l^ 0^ ^ tofsotow ^ 370TP 

WRd 7J>f 3T^eO TOORJcT: 7P007 0^ cO^ ^ ^ > 


(7P) cOTTRO iTOfto 070R 7^ 3^^707 M OIPl 
^ to 3T0EnP 

(73) 3RTMT70 to 7^ O^toiR TTROOIc? 

OPR 773^ toj 7?^ 2009 ^ SOOR Tf)) 
PTPl 

(O) 30PT 3ft 30 7^ OTTPTt tos# QHf^ 3?RT 
(I?) tofThO PTPTP 7^ 3T577R tot to OTTPOP 
(5?) 770?: 70^ 


fto? 070 oTotop TWO yrftoiff gRi tot to oo 
3T^to OOTOO^ Tpf 37^ Oto 07 too 7fto7t’ 07 
OTOTft ^ to 11 


070TP 0 ftoto WcTTO 07 eT??? 307 Pcfto 
Ofctto? ^ to I "OP^ ■t^OPT ^ to 00 
toPTf off 7T750T eT^ ^ 01 P?to Ofcrf^rtiJ Tf 
113m: 07 00 50 olrm?? ol^lto ^ Orto to 7?^ 
fto coo ftoo ooT 11 


75 to 070H 0 ftotto to ftom 3frp to 472 
+ oto?^ 750 590 + tom 3to 750 472 toto 1 1 

(OTP 31 2010 cfTp to 070R) ^f 300 OOPKJ. 750 

1462 Tfo 0707 to?m 3frp 750 472 + oto?p 750 
590 4- Rifto to 300 750 400 ^ to? ^f^PlRd 

ftoo 070 ^ I to?m 300? ^ to? 300 300 3i^hir1 
^ 3m?o 7^ Tfff o^ ti 0^ 3ftfto? 40' 

3ft7 40' ^ 3?feo ^ todTf ^ to ^ too 070 
t[ 1 3to? 2010 5^ 0^ 2010 oft 300 OOPKj '>ft 
to 30007 07 oft 0-to ) 


P?pto ^ OTtf 2010 3fR 3?W O 1to07 2010 
3TOftot ^ to? TTOTTO OOP? OcHH Oft of f | 
















THE GAZETTE OF DOIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part in —See. 4] 


1 

^ ^0 10687.48 cfM sfK ^ 11348. 

^8 cn^ ^ ^ 

jf(R ^ we ^ M 

] 

\ 

(ix). 

5^ m|gl«t>^pi ^ aM ^ 2010 ^ aiT^ 1 

sr^ 2010 ^ 

u!Qc 4> ^ 10 fffcnrrcT ^ ^ i ^ 7 

viec^’y 

^ arfip^ ^ ^ 

^ vm4*w «t)c1dl ^ ^ 

^ 2010 aft^ 2011 ^ ai>jHiPia arrn ^ 31 ?i?r 

45^1 

7 ^ ^ 7g (i) 1 , 

i 

1 

\ 

1 

i 

j 

1 

1 

1 

(X). 

?Ti ui(g}<i>’FT ^ an^ 3 hi-4 2010 ^ 

11 (iii)(^0») ^ cf5>^^rcf?i ^ ^ 

^JTcIFI ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 2008 ■'ft 2011 ^ 

ciT>m ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

vjficj^airjiftvH 3T^ t wq an^ 

^ fTf siq ^ ^ ^ ^ 2006 ^ 

2011 ^ 1^ mm an^ ‘i>Vn i 

^ ^ 2008-09 ^ 

arr^ t\ 3J?7: vjTiAhj^^I^^ci ^ 

3{^[^ ^ 2009-10 aft^ 2010-11 ^ 

^TRRi^ Piyk“i an^ 

q? 2007-08 c1c|^ l<l’^ ?l ai^qdl | 

qq1 ^ 3rpl?T fij)i;| OTT^ ^ ?fl^I i 

arpyd’ 1 { 

i 

1 

i 

i 

i 

(xi). 

^ 2010 ^ aii^?i ^ at^^ 

11(viii)Cn) ^ ^ 2009 ^ ^0 150/- yfci 

q5t cR ^ ap^Hil^ l^fwn ^ 

q5t aPT^ "ff^en ^ Trf(#?5 arfrf 

^HcqPR ^ ai^ ^ 2010 aft^ 2011 ^ 5.8 

gfcRTtl 9c^ q>t ^ ^ T>( foxIR tj aicl. 

^ arffitf ^ 1^ ^ 

^ ^ 150/- yf^ ^ 

2009 aft^ 2010 cp qll99> (Hy Ux^u 

Trq f yfr l^wn ^ qq cqq 

j 

1 

j 

1 

1 

---^- .1 - ^ r.-1 

(xii). 

q^ qK ^ 2010 H m(^ 

^ .an^ ^eel<i 

qr ^ ar^ 2006 afhf 2010 eras) 

^prf^ ^ 5812 63 HRy ^ apfPTPTlte ^ ad^T^ 

^ q4 2012 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

f^ yipp ti 

v;^(?la>[j41i^d ^ arq^ ctpm ^ aw ^ 

aif^l^ ^ 'HHiqlyiq ^ '39^ nqN'lyi’1 *1^ f^Tir 
^1 3RT: i\ 3T^^ t 1^ 3}q^ cPPcT 

f^q^ui ^HiqtOR q>^| 


(^- 

f^a?tq/HPTcT f^TOT: 


(1)- 

(i). 

ftiqcfl. 

qm epmr q>t wn ^ ^ yi^^^ta^l4dl'^i71 

f^P^ifoifecT 'W'e 

(«f). cn?#F[ qq arj^ s.i (xxix) ai^ai 

^7?TT t ^an^tJti;!^ 8 afRqpy^ 














w\ Tnwij : swrwtsN 



2010 

3rw?^>fft ^ ^ *it tl 

yft#l3TT^4lTJ^ 31^ I?T5 JJFRTI ^ cR'^^ 

TTTTlf^ ^ I 

C?3). ^ TTmR ^ ^ t 

^ 2010 ^ ail'dct ^ETR 5^ 'JWRcfjcTT 30 ^ 

iter ^\ ?nmfi^, w sf»mT w»ff cr?ifcft t 

^ ^ 25 itST ^ ^ % 

3^ ^ v3c^R<f)c}T 11 ^ 

5?^ ^ 30 5f^ ITST yf^ eiT5 ^ 

^ tp^ ^ ffllTRci ’Jft 

^ I 


ftFlcTT M WfT ^ ^ "H, 

(^). ^ ^ 

Wrd wsuT 9370 y? ti 

e# -1^ I urn? % aJ^f t^rw so 

2009 OT ^ WT ^ ^ 

^ tip? arw? fWm # 

TTR^ M 360 yf^ t i|pr 

f^ uv 3^ ^ <s"^ ffRT aif^m^ 
^ art? ^pbR ywT ii 

3T^^rcT artcrf^ ^ aih gi^ ^ 

3ih cp^vf^ ^ 3 t?r ^ ^ ^ ^ 

l^vd«^u|- sTiETTf^ an I 

^ Ttnr sPH?i 2^ f^c* a(4H)'d 

t^ltf^ CTJT^ Wl 360 €lt^ !5f^ ^ 

^Ip) ■KTin TFTR 'd’Sijl T? f^57JT Tfiu ■§ | 

3RT ^ 3Tg^ 3R# «nTcTr 

wnaft ^ ^sn ^ i 

{13}. Uftl^l^ifiiv'd ^ 3Rji?T 2009 

2010 3ih 2011 *1 art^TT cfTOif^ aitef 

^ ^f^l 


nicimm: 

mcTMcT ^ argnm ^ i| s^w 
we ^ 



EIM^'I'IUK 


!iic£>iR;ti>iK; 


^ f^'-jfl efiWc^ 

HP]^ y?!^ cate cpw yr^ y^-yt ^ cRpf 2^5 
y^ i tewr/wfltpr 2 ^ 1^ tfrp ^ 
orjwf^ wrrmTcT aik < 5 ^ w! ^ 
yiwfciy? qraPtm uit^ ar^ t \ attr 
^ 3 ?^^ t f2B 2012 ^ 2014 ^ 
uFmifci ar^m M\ 


qf^TiipR arm: 



{13}. vSftei^ yrr 31 m «m 31 an^rte 
t 25 ^ yfct ITST 2R f^rTR f^Jqr uTTclT 
nFR> arwTT 177 cf)l#NTyR ^ cRF ^ 'SglfT^cIl 31 

3 TT#m i\ ypfcfto ?Pi4f^8fl^ urt te tery 

^ yrr? 31 te t, ^ mm 31 

tie eww y^ wn yfcmpr^ ^ ^ 

ter i3im3\ 


(y>)- 9370 ^ te ^3mi 

^ yrwf^* ^Fte f 1 te ym 23w^ 

■yi? ^ ePW ^ vsyro ’ipr ^ arry)^ 3fi 
fi 


(^. aftwT 'd^4> ♦il'dd, armwT, f^twr ww 
anl^ y? yj^ fr? f^-yfM^ mm 31 te 
!^i?fr ^1 



ufyy^ 2011 ^ arycj^ 2011 aryf^ ^ ytwr y^Rcrn 
3 ^^ yryn? 1.577 335 tl 3 ^ 2011 ^ te 
wifw. ^yfgyw upry^ ^ aprw 2011 cm y>^ awf^ 
^ te[ ww Piapy y? anyiRci f fT'i) 2011 ^ 
2014 y^ yrarw wywait A yyi ^ 1 


LKiiKKKiitKiWEjESKl 
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^ anil wn ^ 

^ I WI fyW^ sneiR q^ 

^vSKUf anu q^ qf^ f i ^ 

wt 2^ ^ 3i^ w ai^fen ^ I _ 


cr4 2012 ^ 2014 ^ ^cJ4c(f^ aw ^ 

3{^Hm ^ yfi^tan^'^iiT^ gM f^qn ^ 

I 


H>sw«l q*TI^ qit WTT vmciaM nff 11 
2009 aft^ 2010 q>T afr^cT 

epm 3 11 





vigjq ^ ^5 (vi) m ^q^ tor W 11 


vjf |< j1a< i ji^q^ JiuHTajt ^ q't 2012 2014 ^ ^^qqqtST qn ^Maiq OT^^iarRqqan ^ 

anu ai^HMH ^ ^ w ^ ^ cRddt ^ q^ q^ 

q^qq q^r ar^qif^ ^ ^ ^ qqr^ ^ ^ 1 1 

q^ q^f^ I 


^ qif^Jq^ ^ ^^1€l3q^4tq^ v^v' n4lc^ ^ 
sfJfqeft q^ ^ 'Hqf^ci an^^fM q><iq^ ^ 
3RR eW-Td ^ ^«df^'q affq^ (an^^lafRqq^Tt) 
^ ^0 400 qf^ q>t arferfW ^ q^ 

qiT^ ^ v^qq^fl^t ^ M'WN qjt an^ ^qrqj 28 
qj^ 2007 ^ ai^Hlf^cT ft^qr an 1 ^ ^ qq’ 

qrqEqq qfr^tanitftqd ^ q^qrq ^ ?nf^ qq 
qqr ani qfi^lan^^tqd 
srr^^lafRqqart ^ ^qql^ dqi^^dTd q^rq 

qim q^r qq ^jqqR q^ qqrf^ 

qj^ ^ c^'Wi^v^ ^TTtq I_ 

yfl^lan^^lqd q<J 2012 ^ 2014 ^ 1^ q«Hiaft ^ 
mj anu arq^qqq ^ w ^ qaq qq 

'qtqqtM/qqq^ian^^M ^ ^ t^sf^ ^ 

^ i> 3i?5tq anu q?r q^ 

qj^ t_ 

y^tiif^d q^ ^ ^iHi^ ^ ^ ardM, v^^^lanf'tftqd 
A ^ ^^afi ^t ^J^T? '•ft H'Wif^a q^ t afh? 
arq^ uwiRid q^qrq ^ (oidHid qqdiq '•ft 
ywif^d fl U'Wlf^d qqdT^ ^ ^ qr^ 

q^qR aiRiRcId 'ild'W Msq hRmiPih q>^ aft^ 
M q^ ^ 1^ ’f^i w ^ q^qqrq 

”^1 ■•f^i 


vjfl<f)a< i jijlk!d ^ q5qi yRt^ftd q^t 


qi^2009 

^ 326.18 

dRq 

q42010 (q^ 2010 dqO 

^0 294.41 

dRq 


qfr#laii4>ft'^d ^ f^tqm vHMqfl 2009 qt^ cWT arttd 
2009 ^ vilqqif^ ‘•fill qq f^cfl q^ qRtqr 

y'^d q>t f i 

f^tf^td ^ y^vwq ft^qrft fi qq%i yiRdiff qaq 
^•idHl q^t ^ ^ ^ ^J 2 iqi ??ti^ qqrq qq f i 


^0 37.73 qRt^ qtfrq^ ^ aifclQqd ^ sft^ 
vjf l cnd l j^^^d H JTqq 21 2011 

EtM ^ qq f I art^ ^ dif^q>iq^ qq f- 



vitmK^ 


3f^i#f?T 

7^ qq iftqif 

VM'W 

d. 

(qRtftq 


^) 

1- ^ iq5 - dlHM <dt^ ^ 

Q1.7B1.889 

















^ cf5RcR ^ ^ €2JT^ # W uTRT 

tnfll? ^'Hlf^ fHT^ 1?^ 

cft^fl^Htft/27 /2005-fcte 11 s^cfT^ 2011 

^ ^ t\ %qT W t, oTFm f^[^ 
^ 3T^»THf ^ ^ 6 9frr?m ^n1^ ^PI cfjR^ 
'Hf^t^lRcl yTTWI 


^ 2011 ^ 2014 ^ wt-3^ ^ arfa'^Ttfj ^ 

"ni? 3W^ "4) ^ 2010 ^ 4^ I 


rfSTT 

3T^HTf^ MRxiidH cMT ^Teqar ^ c^nm 4 

^ 3T^HTf^cf 4^^ cMcl ?TTf4oT f | 

f 1^ 3?K^ m ^ 

chcHHK ^ 3rrv3^^ W tl ^ 

hROs^T 4, yflcn^l^^l^'cl Pinf^Rsla tf5^: 

(^. ^ TREJ 4 ^ Rm? ^sTf^iid 

^ ERR Ef?r 


RrR tcH ^ TfR^ 4 6 

yfcRm tKRcP tJ7 I^RR t yRfi C^ 

^ ?wiuPd (d*^riiKT m^nm w?) 

3l^'HK «f?7^ W^I cTI ^ 2011 2014 

i#!Hnff 4 ?TTf^ fiRTT W ? I 


05f). WES cp^ cRJT EFRWR 

yfcTwift ^ yf^ ^ 3TR^ ^ qRwcW 3ik 

^T^^fiRT i> ?RiRrcT w yr \ 

ET^ E^ 4>d*iR yjt ^ Ei?f aiRjcnai 


(Ep). Efj^ Clff ^ t I ^ EfRN cs^ 

2012 i\ d4)0^u| %ZIT yfpn ^ ^1 3n7€t^ TS'd 4 
3Rpft c^ <^Piqi 4 cWWT 24 yl 1?frl 

Ef?r ^ ^ 11 (ERN cjft M t) I f^E! 

aiKcfivjfi 'H'RRci Eirat 4 wf#cT wr 4tE^ ^ 
RWT 15 yfrRTcT yEJRT E^tW uRfcp ?r 4 gyR SI^JcEP 

awm 4 E^ 6 yfERTcf ^ ir ftej Rrt ett et^ 
^yEf?t y? yR E?ri oR^fvjfr 

ypEn7T?Tt 4 2011 E^ yiTR oTFm ^ yif^Ep ^ 

"MR EJTT RPIhEI 'JcTR—ERTEl' Ef?f qufg ^4 2010 ^ 

uz\j^ i\ C^ fl^cTR Ept 3#TT ^ ^ 

wm ?iTf4R orfcrRERT czrq tr cp^l 

(E3). yf^WEjf 6|M of^ cPT 3f^7TRI E^ IR 
cpcWR cpT Er?Ff fcRjT "w yr i cikhhk cf^t ^ ct^ 

3i^ f I W^TIV 3fR y«T 11 
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(IT). ^ LiRrllpR 3jh 3T^[7£FT ^ 

^ 2010 ^ cite ^jcPTR 4^ 

dlwRilJ ^ te ^ 

^Twq ^ ^r 


(^). 4 (ii) ^i ^ cf> ^ I 

«rff^ O 3i^ (Pc^HR 4RR ^ I 


(^. ^'m ter ^ Pte ften 

■^r ^ oiTO ^ ^rqt^ 

te H'iWfcT ^ elFRT ^ 3lte ^ ^ 

MRTjM4> eTPTcT ^ Site 3IRte?t qtete 

^ sTjKFf oTFin ^ ^ ^ ten 

an I iftyJtiT A ^tetsnfte^ ^ 

^47 M>Tci ^ ^ 3ir?te?t ntetet sfk 
^nrf ^ 55 «(ciaia sfk ci®n 

31^^ cTPm ip site te 45 ufri?m ^mrte ten 
ani ^ 'f» iPiT^ i> ntenr "^f ^)tet ^ 
^ ?tefincT 1 


C^- 


nS cTTflte ^^9TcP^ 4>T *11*1 oil 11 


[ 


j 

i 


(^. s:Rte^t i> ntecR ^ si^wnn oinm i> 

ai^iTH^ '^ l ^tj l Rd te ^ 2012 ^ 2014 ^ 
^ 4'i te mte 181425 SlT^te^l Slk 
2011 ^ te 234092 Slte^ ^ 4^ SfitlR 

^1 

(x|). irf 2011 ^ 2014 ^ ^fte «Jlte/<a^rtJ1l 

>Ftet si^jHiRd ciRi wnsit ^ sn^s^nlte 


(^). elite srtedt ^ ^ sr^oi^ 3® 

^ -T^ tl 


(ti), ^ 1^ § I ■'iR*iRin te ^ ^ I 

^ 2011 te 2012 ef> ^0 12.5 te 4n^: | 

1.38) te ^ 2013 te 2014 ^ 6 utem ^ n? | 
an^iRn ti i 

[WI nf^ ^ SlflTR, ^IRR 3ter 1 SRcr[t 20y ^ 31 I 

fc^ffSR 2011 cT4j ^ tl ofl^aiT^^ol ^0 I 

12.25 ten + ^ 4R 4)T >fT4?T 4te |]. 


(^. 5^ W, ^ 2011 ^ 2014 ^ ^ite 

\ii^fei*myl ^ te si^Hite siiv3C'tilRI*i 
4)?R ^ eiwi^v^ ^nw Sjh WTT ^ ^ 

^1 __ 

vjMW'i dMlcI: 


^). f^vJioTl cimRT: 

(1). 3TRIjn4^, striM. te sfR 

ijTs yte^ teffi sfR 

cfT^ter ^ te sTifi^ teio^t vi Mte^ i> 
teR tei i> te snEiR ^ sfR srjnH 3 
4^ ^ site ^ Rte ^1 

(») siTO ^ sra^ 2011 nr? ^ te cTn{^te41 
^ d i w I ^- H ^4)]^ oinm ^te ^ te 

^ i 41 ^ 2011 ^ fttilRci Rvjicft nn 
^ ^te i te ^0 210.6 yf^ ^ ^Fte n 

i (iii). ten ^ te an^ ^ ^ 


(If). 30 ^ 2012 %T ^ I 


(i) . n^oM ^f. te^ ofFlrT WT SRcTfl 2010 ^ 
teR 2010 445 cj?l 3T4l^ ^ f^ 3^44 <1*1*1 
WlPr e^ SIMR 45t 4^ ^1 4^ 2010 4> f^ S?4jt 
4yte Rqti 45t yf^ ^ ti 

(ii) 2011 nte ^ telcft te 4^ ufil 54>I^ 

^ 4it WT ■4cR 4?) 4^ tl 4^ 4? 

% teeft ^ yfit 5451^ ^ 3I4q^ 4^ 4 <^0 12.35 

?T4i ^ 45) 4^ 11 tete yf^ '^tcR 4)1 4i 11 
fw m( gi 4><» i ^ 31^ t witte y^ MRn 
45^ ?TtI4 45) 4)^ ?45T^ 47 ^ teR tell 
4ny I 

(iii) . 4? 4l^ 2010 sn^te) si^ym 47 sn^uRn 11 








^ WTSr : 



^ ^mrraTcT ^ 24 flfrRTcT, 

HFTcT ^ WTT 3lR^Tq^ OT y?Rdc1 tel 

I _ 

ov). fteft cTPm ^ 31^ ^ si^ 3 tgt^ rv 

i cT^ ^ tFRTI ■ * 


(^ cTFm: ■ -- 

^ cTFTcT ^ T^f, yM3?T^41i?cT 

(I). 3^ 2011 ^ 2014 ii; fel! OIR** <')■ 2011-2014^ ^ OTIlk 

an^ aik «iiteifpil * fi=ti: M 2t ^mi fti- ^ tou^p 2010 wik ir 

wi arjHiPrtt ^tff ?(k arat ^ ctmifta; ' 


( »)■ 3TR^r3ft ^ y<5 ni1 ^ ^ WT 15.71 (il). 2010 ^ ^t??T 31??^ ^ ^ 15.71 

f^rTR ^ ^ smTR wfrn? I ^ i^fcT xier Jift i 

2010 ^ ql'klf^cjv u^td'i ^ 1^1 


(ill). SfiycTluTl ^ |?rT cTFTcf 3r5*TFFT Zjarf 
'y^WH' ?i65rra^ we cj?^) 204 yfrr^ici 
^ ^ y^'kii ^ WTT 1 


(HI). ^ ^ tfT^TT^ <J^ 3TT7^t^ gM 

«fR 5Fft^ ^1 IIT^ f^fq^ jffqj 3ff7 ^tcr 

feF^ OTTT y^Rnn gJt vRffTcT ^ tl 

Wi. tT/^ fcTW’#R 3fk 3fR 

’ ?Te 3rrae cp^ ^ ^ t afk ^ftaM Wnci 

g?) artSTRff W( 3TraT% If [ 3fcnm, 3fT^€)yft 
?KT cgTJ cmiy yff^ ,t | 

WT y?WT 200 HfcTJfm 3J#<P t| 3lt^ TJf 204 
TrfcTfRT ^R'lPici ?)cr 11 

( iy)- ^ WTIT! 2010 <J5 OlTTTttTiP 

^i4>'Sl ^ 3ntTTf^ ^ I 2010 3fT?i^ ' 

^1 ^ ' I 


(iv). 3 w^ ^ vJHtiVi ^ ^ 2011 ^ ( iy). ^ ci?f 2010 <j 5 ai??te 

70357 fcTe? cT^ 2012 2014 ^ 5?^ cf^ 30^5^ iTItTTf^ ^ I 2010 qi-wf^ip 3fT?i^ <li^ 

54528 1cTe7 7^ aigniPlcl ^ItOTcT 

TJtpiW ^ WTFI 1^ 3fT? 2010 ^ erT 'hl f ^^ 

3Tf^ ^ ^ WftTT ^ 3ftl^ sfrmjl 

/«s AiV Ti: OTnT Tn# .^«.... r?j., ^ (W- ^ M 10 ^ 2014 ^ 3ln*ilPlci -^uici vJtf'nVl 2010 

^ ^ ^ M12 ^ 2014 ^ 1430169 6 ^ 4 RI 7 * JPRTO HNifk -W! 37.50 aSt TOI*T-lrf 

31^ «»ra ^ ^ fSH! wmi aa}cft a7 3ft7imfiminaTRaTi^#t,3fiRaS^iRiF^ 

W 3TR cT^ 2010 ^ cTRrrf^ 311^?^ ^ tl 

^t5r4 ^ 3f[f%c«T sRmj I griT i^RcfT T# 

fpre? ^ TT^ WTR# ^ wr rw ci>^ i 


(^1). wm 3fTY cmK - 

(i). ^ c}^ ^ f^ WRcft sfti? (i)< wm! afh? af^[?5Fr wr cpi ai^fRT^ 

imr^ ^ cRT^ ii ^ '5^ wre^ ^ 2010 ^ 

3jt? s t r cM ^ ^ cTTfrer ^ 3mf>^ ^ arwR w 1 1 

yf^^rcmrarf ^ apft^ ^ ^ ift# mm we ^ 

^<iRn«p argwT cpfl 2009 ^ 2010 ^ 

cll'klft<1) 3TfJ^ ^ Tt 3?tl^ iraiTTjl 

< ")• , (")■ ^-317 67^ 3ft7 ^ an awt 

^ aftgiSFmro al« ah ai^ tiiTwft thitjr 4-jaft aro ^ 7k ^ 2o« ^ 

wwT Tj?r ciMia ^ wnrj cr^ ^R?p arra?^ ^ antiR m f^r^^rcT w 1 1 

2010 ^ wrf^ arfcp^ c^ ^ aftflicZT w?ni? i 


3TR^ ^ 


cTFm ^ ^ WTI (iii). awRrer cp^ qq ^RgjR giTi ^ ^nj 
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I? <r>rs<r 


vJM'W)^ f^RFlT TTHR: 

GI^HlPlcT f^RPIT IPIT^ ^ 

(^. ^ 3MTWT ^ ^ 2011 ^ 5RR ^5Rfl 2012 cT^P 

2014 ^ fctRRTT ^ 3l^*ll'l'l ^ t^ # afk ^ ^ ^ I 

^f^-cj i Rci ^ ^ f^ c{>wi^^ vm ^^■ 

(i). ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3jk 



(ii). 3rcR cffel WmcROT 

(^. ^ 3frf ^ ^ ^ IT? ^ 2010 ^ 41^ 3IFP^ ^ 3ngi^ 

31FIFRH ^ ^ 26 3lt^ 

3TcR WMIciM ^ ar^Rii^ ^ 12 

____ 

f^RT^l: _4 A 

3T^qH dl^^'H ^RR ^ ?r^ ^ 3?^^fR 11 

(^. ^ W ^ i'? ^TJRiRIcT ^ ^ ^ 1 1 

f^RT^ 3fR ^gf^tnRcl Tjf^ ^ ^ "fp^t 
f^T^IXItH'l ^ f^'s I ___ 

3I^Hlf^cT 4t»n cTFRT tP 'JTPTR 
3|R ^fUMiij I 4t»rr MW ^ a!^>w #n <i>rqpft 
cfjt w ^TWRcf) TJWH ^ ^ dtji'tl'ld 

1 4hT ^ nxf ^RR 

^ ^1 _ 

^2^2 * 2014 Jignite 3nn iinit 4n 20'o fi^ ^ f!!..! 

^ ^ ^ nW ® auto #trfei ^ ^ ai4^ <is ™ 

qrii^ afl^ frnra ioW ^ w* aito imiij I |— ^ ^ -1— 


(3rl3iWr. aiR 

ij'i.-^b) _ 

McT^ qR^ 


(^). gfe ^ ^ tl 


(^. sjR ^ f 


sqR ni’ll 

(15 ^3JRT^ 2010 i\ 14 2011 rfr ^ 

5M 1^1^ ^ q1f^ ap(^ ^ af^ 
^0 31S.35 dra ^ ^?rtifl ^) I 


ai^qyer^) 






U^'WH 


3llq'{df^ 


1667196 


-120498 


2318640 


1208845 


729329 


-13000 


112546 


2672846 


0 


22340906 



























[smin— 
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(ix). 


cRj^St ^ 

(gj). ^ 

^ 26 2 ^ w artercT ''3 tpt^ ■^ar 
^ Vji^Recb ^ ^ ^ f^tTRTElt^ 
^ ^ ^ wm ^ ai^jHiPid 
^ ^ v3H^<rnai Wlf^ cjj^i 

(?g). ^ 2009, 2010 afk 2011 ^ 

^ Wlf^ci cfT^ ^^y-dl^vJl I 


{^. aiFRf ^[*T Rtegiri ^ tiqj'flqi) ^ 

Sm HHlf^ld WHTcT^ 

Pi41*1 ^ ai^tiK *n<ij—3N ^ TOif^ci ^ ^ I 

(yf!cf)vill^41^cl ^ cR'lc^ 4t4) ^If 

4^ f^ STFH ^ t) I 

(^. ^ # I 


(X). 


(xi). 


viqR'oUii: 

(^). ^ yTTRH ^Rczfjff ^ 

aifcfN '^f^tiiRci czra cf?i ^ yR afk 

^T*ft Pl^Kltfl'i c^ ^ Pl'ftjd 

WTR 


(?g). cf^ 2011 c^ ai^^HiPid iREFf ^ R?irm 


viMRc^ij cf^ 2009 ^ ciiwf<lch ara ^ ^Tinm 
10 yfrUilcl ^iSfKT t| c|4 2012 ^ 2014 ^ 
ar^iTTPm y^ yifimd ^ 

■yyf ^ ^ ^ cT^m 7.50 i#?icT yifKT 

f I argyr^ ^ aftRic^i ycmf i 


(y). 'WTHi ^yRczryf ^ 3f£j^ Tjf^iiiRd 

yR afR PTcfRiEjPr ^ yyf ^ ^ ?M 

ai#T fcT^ wtR ^ ^ \ 


(^P). 2010 ^ yR?T^ an^ c^ aiR ^ inj |[ I 
2011 R 2014 ^ ai^+ij'i 2010 ^ qiwRoi anyj^ y? 
arwiRff ^1 

2010 c^ diwRtp an^ 


y^'i aiiRoiiii . 

y^2010 

^?R 

155953963 

ypRT 

8615264 

ifyaTNij 

35732637 

arwRfI 'FNi 

0 

w<;<ri 'ictJcTl^'^uj 

503163 

yFT »1aTT 

240000 

5^31 we-i 'HFT 

0 


0 


32026997 

^ _f\ 

3924916 


0 

aiR><(ii^iT 

6482364 

~yic«Tfy - ch!dv ie|i5 


aRi ^Fi 

15526027 

4Ry^/1f|l^lcyw; i1 3myF 

10778006 

aifWRn 

1000086 

c^«i'< ^i y^r<n 

30078 

Ilm^liislMMEikMil 

1187906 

^3 

281679626 


^Jc^TITH: 

y?j^ ^ 2.7. 

1 cpt KiFT ^ tc^ 

arjfirPm ii ^\ 

0+^14) aiaryi Rtii4i(i c^ yra^TRt, ^ 

fM^ y>i ^ ^ apft^ 


(^). TT^iTT y?ro ^Rarqt ii ar^i^f '1 armRyi 

^jPRh ^ ^ ?WR1 % ^4Phri ytcTKiy w? 

^ ar^ ^ yn4 it ^ arfctf^ 

m ?ttP^h 11 (yf^ M ^ t) I ^ TTiT^ ^ ^ 

4ter ^ t: 


01.04.2011 to 31.03.2012 

19% 

01 04.2012 to 31.03.2013 

15% 

01 04.2013to 31.03.2014 

13% 


(n). 2010 ^ 4lwRcb 3FP^ ^ siR ly i\[> i I 

2011 R 2014 C^ arjiTB 2010 ^ cfRdRcp 3fTy>^ 
3TFT% t| 


cn^ 2009-11 cf)t wtR iRft 

TfH<P >y3l[ ;?FRT y^FTT ^ ITFlcT 4 "cf^ 2012-14 RHy 
<f>\ JltffTHj iRfl e1 I 











































Ji ri... F.n .— TOT mi atk “ainrf ^ i ^ ^ 2009-11 ^ ^ ^ 

pp). «*fi?l3n^%a iT^ ilfm 2^j-!n ^ ^ w( ^ wS 


iri 2009% 2011 j ^ j) ail^ ^ I "^'j, '^ ^'K i j;,^^ ijjft TtiTO WPa ifsra ^ 

2012 ^ 2014 ^ WT SIR ^ M t\ ^ siR 2008 ^ 


Tjof ^j^ir w 3fR aracR ^ ^ 


vJM'Wj'^ ^ ^ 

Viflijtal l jttiyd ^ ^ ^ ^ cTl^ 

edt^ ^Iv»t 1 

(^/ ^ 2012 "ft 2014 ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^1 

(tl). v^1tf|3nf^fI7cT ^ 2011 i> ^ 12.25 

^ ^ 

fvi ^ ^ 31^ 

1^ ^ ^115^ 3fR 

^ afR 

(^. ^ 2012 ^ 2014 ^ «<^'S ^ 

^FfgcNf. ^ ^ ^ ^TfcTT^ TO»T ^ 

■?RjS}tT ^ 31^ UWjf^cl ^ R«I^ 

(^. ^ ^ f^i ^ ^ 3fR ^ ^ 

iT^ yR'HMfePiT Rratf^ 'ijjfr ^ ^ 

«n^ 3fR ^ 31^ W vjTRT I ^ 

^ ^ ^1 ___ 

(i). ^ wn^’ ^ 

1^ ^ 2009 2011 ^ Cl't^<j^^, M CCi ^ >^<141 

^ ^ ‘5rrcTH 3fR ^ ^ ^ ^ i(^ ^ 

JTT^ 2005 ^ ^ MRcT wlcl^iMcpi ^ 

3T^ f 1 

(jj). v^^fT# ^cTPn m\ t ^ 2012 ^ 2014 
^ ^ ^ arafcR "HI? tpi4-4-gi 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^i^ "^1 


gtidN yR^iRid ^ 11 s?R 21^ ^ 

VHk!4iai i j4 ti ^ 3n^ ^ €twft SRT ^feyiRr 

4 3!raR ^ yw ’jpft crnicf ^ ^i 

(?3). afR ^ ^ 11 


(IT). ^ ^ TTi^ ^ smnRo t 

31^^ ^ 1^ f^ ^ ^ 

^ %\ 

(TI). ^ 12.25 ^ 'Hfltl'l RRlcj^ Sl'JHlRa 2011 

^ 4 31^ ll 3T^ CR) 5^^^ 11'WR'P ^ ^ 
TT^ii t 3iR lAy ctjRi^iRisfrr f I 

(f^ficT w y^nil, ^30^. ^ 

3nf^ ^ felT! ^ 2011 ^ f^ ^ 

^0 12.25 ^Rr? yMsnt^^ ^ 3nTTj<r? 2011 
<T1 .wR» ara ^0 744 88 ^ I) 

(^). 34^4^ 5 (*l) ^ I 


(^). ^ 2009 3ff^ 2010 ^ Rny ^ ^R^'f 

mm^ ^ 

sn^nftfT 


(i). ^ 2005-10 4ft c^'taiM'flfer ^ 

^ntnRrr ti ^ ^j^»j4cth cirti«itSt 4^ ^ 

?TT5#fT 4>#? 4 3T^^ ^ ^ 4?^ 1^ 

q^ ^ ^ I ^ yfciHH4ff ^ STJ^II'J 

tl 

I (ij). ^ 45 €RTjjpfl 2008^ i>^ arq-l 

’q;TlI^c!3TI^?ft^ 3rr^ ^ 3P>ft^ 41Hcf> <t(^4)1“T 
3nEnRcT 5^ 434 ^vift ^4^4^ 37 f4tIT7 4^ R)41 
44T tl 


(III) 44 2009 ^2011 ^ yft€l3n4%^ &RT (iii). -d^^cT 3Tf^ sfR 3IOTlf^fT yTc H 43 

d4cT 4 ^t 4-44T 4TT4^ ^ tT^<4t ^ W? *! d4^ 'HHR^viH 4l4 2010 4 dii^4t ^ ttRct f4ty^ a^ 

3 ) i^4, |^ 7pfTT4t^5T4t sfR 3TWTf^ 4^ f4>7l4t 4^1 3n4?T ^ 31^17 %4T 44T 5 I 

4^rt41 4i|il^'jfl ^ ^ 7^ ^ 5^ ^IC4>t 47 

fcrcn7 417^ ^ 447^ (TT^ i snpnf^ 4?^ 

fq>7T4t 3ft7 d^ra 3Tlil4>T7 7T4T4tyr4t ^ W 

Trf^ 47 4F4^ ^ *FFTT4 ^ I_____—-— 
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^ ^r?Jc<P ^ yfwi^ft <h W OTFFft 

8.72 UfrJTRI ^ ^ ^ TPfq ?3l?Rl OTclt 

tfTrllf^cl T70H (to 11 577 ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^^Vcwiait ^ ^ ^ '5^^K<hdi (^/^). ^ ^ 

^ M ^ ftcrt c^ 4R»im.*.q *a (#« 

*' cP TpSR ^ ipRcT OJt otor OP TTtol [ 

57T TTOtf ^ OP^f^HiTO'O TiOnTOi Pl^ldfed 5 




0 Id lay w I ?P^^, yilRaHijyf '3it7 ^'7Tf^ 3n^jpftM 
^ uT'Wif^a ^tor or 9|rj^ ^ 

'f^i^dtl^ eftOcT c^ 7m7 ^ 1_ 

0)^, ^ 3n^, itoro jtr 

Ttort ^ ^ yto^ ^tof ^ 

cTFRT ^ 7M 7RH WTR l 


ftpTw n m ^t^tr h a 

72 TjfcRm Cf?l 7TTHI-yj ^ QTdlf^cl 0>t t. 9^ ^ 

^ W t % yfp^l3n^4to ^ ^ ^ 

^rto ^ ^ OP vj^cfcR ^ g' ffl r f^a 


7^ ^ Tto 


73^ lOi - 77FTRT 73Tcft 
OJ^ayl 7^ f^ yldOld ^ 
^ yldOld 7^ f^ 




73^ 37a - 
y^dd Ch<id7l 7^ tjt^ ^ 

^ ytot 0 ^ y7 
73^ 3y -- oftfecnjijf 3jt7 
y#dd cfj^’7^ 7^ 711^ ^ 


73^ 4 - 3?%-3TT7JM7I 

MVdld7'J| d^ 73T^ Tp^d^ ^ 
TTHN 



25.43% - 
TP 

4.58% - 
Empty 



ffHiMfi qr*. T>t ?r 


3d ^(<ircrd-fii .t^/qsr) 


I 


'jsd n >zf 1 if>i 


5^1 ‘l(rlfc|i^Iff tpj Tjajcp etMId SfR cijof^vl i 
f^ OTi f, 57Tf^ ^ tZj^ 1^ TTin t I 

f% Tjfr^^tsn^ md cto 7^ 7M fcfT^ yxjpn I 
^ 11 


OiHOI \30^7ta 7J (jj) or ijlcJlO O’! 

stotot ^1 


(i) . 73T7^} cpi^dy "07 

TTctof ^ 73T^ cpto y^Tdd 7PT 3^ 77^ |3 
Tf^to a?jc<P cf51 3T^r«fn 20 yt^id tttp cpri li 
ctoJ, If? TiTFftot t ^ tor y7lf 7^ 

1^ 3TM7 7P^ 7«7T%f %7TT W 11 ^Icfl 3fl7 TTt 
^ 7p^ c^ y?7?R 7^ cfto cTwr Tmn 1 
3TcT; 73Tc^t 3lt7 cf^ ^ Tp^rf^ ^ 7TdFI 

7d7 07 773^ OP OTdTTf f^dl ^[lif ^ I 57f^ STcfrOl 
2005 7}^ f%^llPi<?7[l 7^ 73^ 5.3 7^ 3f^ll7 
yR7lJH-dd y?7?R 3ff7 7T^ dSTI ^fcfl o4-T7l’ 
^ ^touf 7^ 5mT7 vtpttor ^ wifli;:’ i 

(ii) . 73T^ tfldid7U| <p^d^ y^TR 730^ c^ 

7THH ^1 

(iii) . oofto dsn Tifrtofqyf Tptof t^ TJTePiPi 


(iii). ooftdd dSn 7ifr%Rij4 Tptof 7^ TJTePfPl 
^ IIT^ WR: 

Tfctor ^ 7PttofTj4 otoTf t^ yon TUtor jpto 
yPT^ OP 1.25 ^ ^ I y^ftdd cp^ dlHM 7p^d7l' 
7^ 77PH 07 07 to to py f I d5to, 5d 

oto^ A Tnto vptto oPTTp to y?7dd 7 ^ 

77ff to 7n??t too tTapTdf 37 fcto or^ ^ 0 , 
offtoto dsp totdd otor^ 7 ^ to 0 ^ TTRRf 

oto7 07 7^ Oto y'i'dito O^t P^ ^| td 
ptorofTp tor Pf:7jc7p torp todt 7 ^ ofitopjyl 
oto 7 ^ 3?7dR, pftod d^ toP 7TPP P7 1.5 7^ 

oto ^ ^ ^ I ^ to 0'^’ 

: offtopyt oto^ 7 ^ y? 7 dP o?l 07I' 7^ 07107 ^Vil 
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5 — 


8. ^ 6 - ^^ITjT ^ 

9 ^ - 715 31 we'd 

IFTR _ 


10 . 


IT 73^ 9^ — 'tilcl ePn^ ^ 



vjqj<K1 PTJe^ ^ ^ 1^ 

y^td if^ e i ^ ^ aflf^ ynnii 

UWlf^ ^ ^ 

ywif^ arfciRcfcT 3Tra MR*iil^in ^ ^ ^ 2012 
^ 2014 ^ 9c^ ^ ^ ^ I 


^rri^ Tifif^ yTfIcRf ^ ofiRaH'^4 ^ JR? | 
giT?^ f| viflfe?! ^ ^ I 2005 ^ f^TllfylW i 
^ 5.3 ^ arjHR, vJ^ftR y^ dWRl j 

cfT^ tfj^H'^f, y7?frT5 3it^ f^'tTl ■'^t^TSit 

^ ^THR ^! 

(iv) . 31^7 y?1tcRi ^ 

^ ^RRI y7?f?R cRTT vH^lfen^yt 3n^M ^ 
^ ^ ^ Tr»iR ^ d, 3 we | 

^)lWi "^1 'HIHl^ ^ ^ ^ i 

yWt ^ f I 

(v) . yfifey^ w y^ftciy yf^ 

^ yyR 

d. 3 31 ^ 4 ^ I 

(vi) . art^t# €t^r w 

ytciicRR ^ diypy teR^i | 

^ ^ ^ dTitlSm ^ ^ I 

y^cTTcT %yT w t yfes wtrji 

y?l ^ 1.73 ^ li ^ yr^ ^'ny ^ 
3r5dR, 3frM y'ldidV'Ji wiry 
TR ^ y^ ^ ^ yiy f I y^y 

yy 3itf^ w 11 3fl^ y^^y^ y^ 
^ \jqj<w 1 y^ y^ yy^ ^ afrM 

cT^ ^ y>'^'R ^ ^ y?T«R wfl!^ 

yy liwiy f^Rn yyr ^1 j 

(vii) . tyy>y^, ^ 

;^fcn3Tl ^ yw 

yy^ yy iTRuy tW y^T # I (wy3yt^ift3ft htj^ 
yff€t3TT^ wy y^ artsy 5 yf^ 11 
ysiirt, qyqdvHi^'rtc?! ^ ty y^, ^ y^ 

715 31155 ^RR 35 y%71tT ciy> 5^ycR f l) 

(viii). y^ftcR 3r5^SRl y’TR : 

gTta thr wry w^p surr wt 

wry "^yiaff ^ "drtyy^ ef^^yei aiyfe 

^ y7T«R 'ti?ii1^j^ y^ yy y^y 

w # I yTj^ yfr^an^ wu 

yTje^ y5\ artsy 5 yf^Tiy yy^ arliry' 11 cwirt, 
qyqdaii^^^f ^ rtypr y??lyy ai^^^tspi y^ yj^it 
eTiycT ^ dHU rt^ ^ wy 100 yfcRiy yy^ 
5^TcR 1 1) I diypy flRjcyj ^ rt aiRiyr y^ 2010 
^ ^yy f^ui# ^^^TTTrT yyrti ^ yR^ ^ 

sikitPiy yy y^py M ^ yy^ ^ 

?y 'R yyjRiyfyi yirtfy y^ 

yyf? ^ yTftyy ar^sn yyr^ ^ fM y?I^ ^ 

yfrt ^ 'Ji'tTi'tci ^ I 


(ix). yi5?T 'tTici ciyryi- 

















yf^ yi^ yfey yfR! ^ 

f cfl Rfw^yTR yyjRtyRy y^ yyR fi 

^TR^ yiyy 800 y?t UWlf^ ^ oalrmf^d yR^ 
^ 1^ aiR Rmi 'tfteil ^ yn y^pjy ^ 

<i Ridel ^ «py^ ciici'l ^ yjiRRf y^ ■^y>^ ^ 

# 1 MWif^d y^ ^ qy yjf^ yft yrr^ 

yicft aifciRyd any ^yd 3 (viii) qy fhR 

viyiy ^ aniyTR yRniRid ter w ^ 1 

(V). 

yiT y>R^ y^ftcR ^ 

yw ^ ^ ePI'f^ ^ of^fc ^ 

dctr^Md 1 il'Wlf^cT ^ ^ ^cT 

uTi^ ^ 1^ ywit^cT aifclRcw mPhiR>icT 

^ ^ 2012 ^ 2014 ^ yc^ ^ 

wrry ^i 

q#Rr Ti qRy^-ziRy yijDnn 

^ fyryRi aryyemyfteT ^ ^ ft am: qRjy^ 
eR^Hel ^ f^y didcl ^ ^ ^ 

ymP^ qyflcB y^ f I am: qymy yn aftto 

«mmT qm 11 2005 ^ ^ 5.3 ^ 

am^ artfem^ 'Hihih yr^ yj^q^, qytfcR 
y^lny! afR ftf^ ^yrart c^ fRy -gyycR ymy 

y:^l^d fc^;y anq^ i umif^cT yycnyt ^ Ryqr qy 
yjf^ y5t yn^ yicft aifclRyd any ^q^ 

3 (viii) qy BqR ymry ^ ar^yny 11 

(Vi). 

4 ^TCT an^TR y^ y^fyia-i 3i^<f)ftRT 
yj^y?r:i wwif^ ^r^ft 

3TcTM, Fff€t3nf4tyFT yfc^f^H mm m y?ft?B 

3T^^lm ^ ^ UWlf^d y’TR ^fl ^ 

w lii y^te ^ ^ 

yfrtfrFi .Ri^ y^ W% yR^ ^ yy 

yiRj^y ^my' i 

yyqm ^ ar^yny. yWd ynit qtrit^to 
qf^/qf^ nl^f^ qy qqT% l%y yn^ fi 
^yiRiy ^ afite y^ q?fe ar^^teRT qqRt ^ 
f^V^iRd %y yn^ yq f^lcFT qtlmr A yyRfnmi 
^n^ c^ fRy y<triifcid Rhqi qm f 1 

(vii). 

^^3M>^i?^^yeT ^ ?^-8 c^ afE^ty ^ u a 

rffeT cf?f 1y?ft?H cfT^d'it ^ fciy yR ^ 

Tiny y 7 ?yT cTWy ^ diwy y?r gyRT ^ 

5 f^^il ^ifp^RRl ^ 3l1^ ^ WR 

?rRT 1 ^ jp^y?FT ^', ajcRRcnfeiT ^ arePT ^ 

FFT^ uwif^d yR^ yy y>Rw y^i 

ytaifclci £ic;dic{ ^ c^xai yy <^fuid f^vj vjii^ c^ f^y 

ywiRld arfctRyd any yRniPid yR afR 2012 
^ 2014 ^ y?^yj y^ ^ f^y y^yyiaff 1 

q?imy arp y?Tmq nvliqfi mqqm <ht my 

rsfI y> fRy ^<H yqr yi aiRry^IRm y^ yncil f all 
y>qqy ^ 'n1 qr^ yiR qRiym ynqrf! qy Rr>R y>Rt 
^ mqqm mtRd ^ iRy 1 1 ^ ’ry mqmq 
y?f ar^sn ^^qqy rnqqm qy qym y>nf) ’r^i yl 
q^imq yj^qy nyf^Rt diqqrq y^ -fH didi f 1 

?qRT qyynq q? y^PiRdd yR^ fRy f 

qyte y^^ ^ yqqi qyq amyf^ »nqy^i 

aid^-fix: f^qy Miini ^yif^y ywif^d yy 

yq aftte f^ qqr f 1 ^ FnR qm ?yf 
qfRnfRm qfrtf^ ^ fRy iWi^ y?f qf nmi qft 
f ?qf<?ry ?yf uydiRid qycny cRqr qy arfrrRyfr 
anq y^t qRqrRm qft ter yn wm\ 

(viii). 

- 

aMan^^fy^ ^ ar^Ry?) ^t^r 47.08 ytci y^ yR 1 
^ y?f an^ ^nftcT ^ 

8 (ii) c^ aTE^ftn yyj^ yy uRiriyd y^ ? 1 

^ ^frycT aMan^tlfc^ ^ ar^^ # 

PiHfoiRaa '•^: 

(yj). aff^aii^^yd RffrePT yj f^y 

yR^ c^ 1^ hIv^cii cycRey ^ afR 

^3Rf^ fRy f^ yy yyR '»^l 

(^y). ywif^d yy ctptci ^ ^ rtf-t cryRrycr 
■tf^yry 1 

(y). ;^cR ^jyyyPfTT yyjotp yydrf^ yR^ yyy^r 
yy^ yR 1 

(yi) ycfqm ^ yfr^anf sqyr q? qym qf^ y^ 

yn^ f ) 

(73). q? y^ qpm tor qqr f f% qpm wR 
myfRm q# %y qy 11 

(q). yyqffcm yy s qfcRm y?f ypyRit yiiq 
yqyqanfyM yRT qqrRq yy qy anyrRn 

tl 
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^ ^ ^ 3ra1^ 

^ gwif^'d ^ I 


(^. ^ M W ^ W t ^ 
y wiftcf ff*?R ^ ^ 1^ 4 3T5>flcj ^ 

t^pf^ t 3iaim 5RT UFRtlcf 

xR aite^hr; tor ^rrar 11 


pi ^ w«R 2011 anr^ 91T^ 

?M 'i?‘f> OT ^ 0^ ?Tcf i#r^ 

^ afti vMsill'^IVd H gwiftci ^7*TH 
^ ?Ta ^ ?nf»tcf ^ ^ ^1 

yit^l3rr^%5T ^ I 


WT ^ ^ - 10 ^ 

(tp). ^ li? 3MfcT ^ wi imr^f 

^ 13.67 af^ ITRnf^ ^ ^ 4cmjl 

y'WiRici WRt ^ ^<31 a? Mi!’^ ^ 

yvki i f^d cgfclR^d 3Tra cfs^ 3it7 ^ 2012 

^ 2014 cT?P ^ M a5t WTN I 

(73). 73T^ mm 3rh f^iTitcT i> A 

??f to t ^ “M ^ ^ tol TPR I 

iRT^ ^ 30 afcnncT an irerra Ito 111 
v/ ) <r i s5i i jtf l gc r fto WJ TTiai ^ 

arcM a) an mm ^\ a7?[T%i aa^ 
i> m ijte vif!^ ^ a«nfei 
3itctoT 3na atW^ a>^ 3ik a^ 2012 ^ 2014 ^ 
top a^ a?t wmj' ^ l 

(TT). ^ FRi Ttato - cT^ ^ #7 

Tto snaicT cTsjT tocf ?pa> f^a# 

a^ if^tafar 10 ^ 7 a^n a^ amra an 

an^ ama aik fcRm l^topa a> atoa 
acrn?l uwif^d aacna ^ '^Tar m Tjf^ 
i> ^ uw i Rd arfrito ana nRnto aR afk a^ 
2012 2014 ^ yr^cp a^ a^t m»mi^ ^ 7n®i ^ i 


aMantoj^ ^ ^ ^ 

irnm anjyt tT^r I, am ntaj^ 
to 7^ ^eFTT a?t ato ti atosrtow to an 

^ '^i _ 

otrawT A aft1to{yt ftoR wtht ato^ 
i> fcRra wi wm\ an 1.25 arra^fr ato f i 
am, atosto^i;^ ^ aTTna fto t 1^ afiftoj^t 
aj^ 3it7 yton ajto w??a ato^l ^ f^Tin 
Tina an 2 am ana>f^ a^ff f i wwif^d 
aaana anw a^i ^ylltira ato i ato^ aa^ 
i> tor m 1 >>^! an^ ^ ywiRd 
arfcrto m\ yRnif^c-f aR aik a^ 2012 ^ 2014 ^ 
ijc^cp a^ a^t ■^Fanrafl 1 


{^) f^-fen Rktm (to to) ’Rn ^ fkn 

tot tom toto to ^ to tom 
tokt tot ^ to ^ fto w 11 

(^. a? totatot ^ m ta>f^ 1 1 




"ijai gR tonr' sptr ato y^Rm ^ ^ mi 
t ait toi SRT a>t ^ 7 |cir (ato to 
a^t a^terr aRciT 1 1 

to a^ w ^feRfto to awn ^ Tito a?! 


(a>). a^ ^ aTia^ ato an 

yRTia fto nar ti ywto aaRia c^ ^tit r 
Tjfto a?r ato ai^ atoad ana a>t fto Tma 
fcRtoa ajf 3i^Md<McfT a>t aaiF mRhiRici to 
ftor an Tianni 


(^. Rr:^ca> ftot a^t impiaiTpM ^ a^ia^ fto 
ato ^ Ikn nt^ (fm ttof ^ fto nai 11 
^ mm arn? an^ ^ 
uRito to ^1 ytoto aa^ra ^ tor 
Tjftrn q>t ato ai^ arfriRad arm a^ f^Rm Tma 
I^?to a?r atoRTETcn a^ aai? aRnifto 
ftor an >d<jJdi 1 


(n). Rr:?j?aj f^a^ a^ napiarto^ ^ mm 
aTT -^t ■nm fto to an aRna 
Itorr am t\ p# ^ aRi ato^ ^ ^ ^ 
Ritot a>t toiFn Rt^tti yTmfto aa^rq ^ 
tor p ^ to ar^ tofto ana a^ 
Itom 7ma ftoa^i aR ai^qnsmi a^l aar? ^ 
qRtoto to fto an marnr i 


atom ^ aitfto'^ a^to ^ fkq mm TunFa j 
ttoR ato an 1.25 nai 1 1 atom aj^n^ niMi-a | 
a^toTt ^ fto mrm p p fto an f t nmfi),! 
im ctokt ^ ypTm ^ totor afrfto an7a> q^ I 
ftor ato ^ aitfto}^ am atom ajto' a^l a^ 
arnna a^to? m i> atto ^ atoto a^ § t 
^ nRaioTaj ftoi ftoin fto^ili a> 

afto^ to«t aF^dn, qRapi am f^^in mm ! 
q 7 1.5 ^ aVpi aTjR ato ft atom ato'^t '<^ I 
aptm ^ tto to artfento ato^ ^ span a^ ■ 








[m 





vjnmH4u| ^ v3ft%Tl ?^cTT 11 2005 

f^?nPr4?ili ^ ^ 5.3 ^j^rm mR 

^ 'F^tcf5T7 vjfnj^ I 

^ c^ nv ^ ^ cfTe?t 

aifclRtW 3M ^ fc|<lH ?T*TO i??!’ 3r^(^iJtIc|] 

^ W5 ^ hRmIRIo ^ fcf^ ufT WcTT I 


7. ptR ^ R^ier> 9 2011 OT ^ cfjT 3 t^;%t %qT w stti 

19 2011 6 [t?t 2 ?Ti ^ ^ ^ afR \2 Rt^ ^ ^ 



2009 aiu 2010 ^ ^Rpf vjf^an^T^t^ c^i^-sv 2009 2010 aiR 2011 ct<j> 2011 
M wrf^ «^inNid I upTcRt 2011 ^ 2011 ^ ^Rn till'd ^ wRcTcT 

cT<Jj 45T qK’Cll^<l5 WTRITcT ^ ^ I ’illcIFfTrl ^ 1^ w ^:- 


1559432 


1890938 


1728651 


0 raw? WT/'mfw 

WT ^ 2011 ^ 2014 

vMar^^R^ ?#^cH ^ wqm wh^r-i 
^1 


2009 ^ 31M ^ cTRRsT cR) Rlt^ ^ 9??tpf 
f^ ^ ^ ^ yM 

^ ^TTclPI I 


2011 

qRRyfonq 

fMRwii 


^ ?1RH ?»0 12.25 




^ 12 ^ yfxTci#!! iffuFTI ^ c^ 
\i1<f!ail^4l's'e1 cfTT WMIcf ^qf-jtiM %: 



msm 


2013-14 

2.20 

2014-15 

2.20 

”2015-16 

2.20 

2016-17 

2.20 


cf)T 'Hpyil^rf 1^ irgy ^ 

afR ^ w 1 1 

anay ^ rrRter m> 

%^=^RTfr aM3^t'^R^ ^ gro 

yM WFT ^ Tty 1: 


^-0 arrai n 


2009 371 41 


297.40 


63.52 



8.1. ^fTgrl ??T yrf^jgj^ ^rofery ^ 22 2011 cf>t ^ aJtl aft^arr^iffycr ^ 

3T^^ yrcM cf5T mg? '<i\^c y'f^cTlch'i''! Rm stti uRrmM alR ^OTytoa^/^ y^^i 

^ Rr^gg 


8.2. ^gggr^ ^ w Mct, arr^mr^ft ^ ^an^W ^ art fertrat M affi rt yrm fe^Rroi 

afr^tarrt^ ^ wr ^ ar^ g5t sJli ?Marrt^ ^ an^rtt aiR ^an^w: ^ rtRim 

g? art fertraf ^ sffi 
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9. t ^ ^ ^ 3Tf^r^# # ^ I UTO ^ 

q?![ IRT 4>t 4>T ^ UWte ^ ^ ^ yTKPTTl ^ ^ 

httD://tariffauthQritv.QQV.in ^ ’ft \3^TcW ■3R4TV 


10 . 


4>t ^)T4?[T^ ^ ^ 4>t R»ni ^ ^ f^*-if^Ran 1^ ^ f:- 

(i). ^ ^ 4R ^ 2010 ^ ^ ^ I 3 

2010 mf^(t)^u| ^ 31 2011 cR> 4>t clE[?rT ^n®T 1 3rf^d 2010 10 yfcRTcl^l 

sraiRf ^ ^ <j)d 1 ^il 4 >t sj^l dcM^f^ia, y?^o<t> 3 n^ f^^TR> 3 ^rrd 2010 ^ ^^> 

^ ^T%ci ^ ^ 3n^ ^ ^ anto ^ 

^ 3 ^ 2010 ^ ^ anT^ ^ ^ ^ 

31 f^RT4^ 2011 CR) 4?t to ^ 3to 3 ^ 2010 ^ ^ aft ^ ^ 

w w «ni 


(ii). v^^T i anj i flkid ^ 3N^ iRi 30 2011 ^ ^ 3N^ 4^ y^jg ^ ^ 

a?w RWi tod to smi ?R TiRM ^ ^rr#m> to^^Tiafr ^ fto-fto to w smi 
3FT^ f^H I tF 30 f^fcR^ 2011 ^ ^ 3l4t^ \^|(il'«l^'Tl'^d §RT 3l^cidl 3ifciR<W 

^ "^Tw ^ 'HTT dPRT ftont ^ A fto tor w f 1 


(iii). ^ ato ^ ijto rf ^ w ^3^^fefff . ^ ymFm rp^ ^ «Fm ^ ^ 

cF> ^ 4>i vTfm tor ^ ^ cr^^r ai^iTH ^ 1 ^ ^ wn ^ ^RR cP1-i^ ^ 

■^Tw i^<t><^Md i ^ 5™ aiiiiRd ^feto ^ aiFR ^ w'wiq ^ to^ 

^ 3T^^ tor ®IT I 


^ 1395030 ^ 3r4) ?rWt «Rm PwiRci to ^ ^ ^ 

M41 totoafi aw?^ fto^ i> Rf 2000 ^ Rcto ^ ^ to 

an afR 4^ 2012 2014 ^ 7 mm ar^to ^ ^ MRct ^itoR «rctt ^ ^ ^ 

to ani to ^ ^ 2012 2014 ^ oto ^ ffurt ^ ^ RR'a 

tool ^iiR ^ I ^ to WT, tortont ^ nfct^ 4 >t ^ tto 

^ I ai^H l P i d WF afR ^ ^ ^ ^ 3 RR ^ 8.72 nfcRR 4>l ^ 

^ ^ 4>t oft^lan^^ttjR ^ nR 4>[ 11 


^ ^ ^ ^ tof 7mm ^ ^ ^ ^ 

afR nR^ 8RcTT ^ rr^ nrto Rrfto ^ totonf ^Rjd ^ 

BfrTRR ^4tg5R 4R^ ^ 4>I RRfn ^RR 11 


(jv), (^). uJt^ianito ^ 1395030 4>t ato w «Rcn 2000 ii 3rw^ y?p^ fto^rto ^r 

Riato Rto 4 >i ar^^R^ ^ ato 100 4te^ w c^ ^ 1 qrd 1 ^ i 

i arwR a 7 mR^Rici tor airi ^ ^Man^tor 4>t 712 ^ ^ m cri| t. $'fiRi'^ 
uHtilai i jtf lqd ^ to ^ 7 wn ^ arraR w( ato w aRcn aRtocr ^ ti iw? 
am ^ to w t aito a^ tof^. 2000 toarto^R i mi 
2008 ^ to ^ torn 11 


to ar 7m \jc^<si yi'HPl* 11^ 'jJaa^to 7 ^ "Fai ytoantto^ ^ ^ 

aRR an ar^to 0.i(xxix) ^ ato aRF t 8 w to i\ tott 

ton a>t amj I 7m aitow to 2005 c^ a?}^ ftof^ito i m 2 . 9 . 11 , ^ ftom aRR 
^ aito cj ifr c ^ i arjnR fto ^ uRIrr t<i)qjd a>l artftii ^"'^r t. *^ 

fto ftonn t an^ 11 to^, ditor 4 rr i nan to 0 ^ 

^^jncR ator 4>t R«rf^ n>t ftoRm ^ tr aftom ^^toR i aton Rn? 
^RR 3 T^ to fto ^ ^R^nr 1 am: m «RnT 7 ^ Wnn ^ Rf? w to ^ toi 7 ton 
an R^r tot to «iMai f I 



£iipr m—4] 


*TR?T ^ : araraiM 


^ ^ ^ ^ 
^ g^ sn^ AOT'ft/40 /2008-^iK;^few 26 qife 2009 4 
q 5 RI ^nj ^ aiiVR 07 <fi f^ n-t^cp 83 33 

ate cW^ ^ fe 1 ure ipi WW OTJjfe fer ?J11 fefe 4 y? ift y-dTOI 
a 571 wrti # Fal^ti amife ftfe 83 33 ifte aSI tiie 

a7l5«Jciq 1 W a!) Wrt 3itfem<p 1 1 y? ^wT-sfe ^ fe (itteHOTfe a fe 

^_teil^7 2010 SRI 3lfe teiw 3 2010 % Trfe yinhrfeql ^ 

^ m ^ Rwife i%r ^ sram 2 ^ sM feife fe ySt w.i) 

^ Sitto ^ ^ ^ ^ ap, 2008 ^ 3TiflfiV 

^ ^ f ^77/ TfTT^bl 3Tt^ 

eT^Trrr ^ wrr ^ q^R m ^irrf^ ^ 

<$ 3fW t R ap fichn Tpqj f I cT^^, 3TgR%rl q[^ ^ f^?^qu[ 

^ mre R7T eq feRTR «rR qoR ^ q^ qy f^-^, ,,.^1 

^ ‘ ^ ^ ^ ^ 83.33j1fR7 qn qR ^ ^ TTRcp 2008 ^ q^ f^?nf^^ ii 3Frv-[i>; 

^ ^ ^ ?tm ^ ^> 3 n#V 7 f ^ emr qvpq ^ ^ 

Tn ^ w; ^ anft^ w^ ^ w\ ^ ^ ti 3T^pnf^ Rqq^ ^ ^ci 

5 1^- ^ ^ inTTf^R^ mmL q?rc^ 

^ ^ 3 T^ qqj aq, cpjtf^ mif^ qq 4 ^ | f^q) i\ 

fW RTT ajT[ 


^ 1 qR ^ 3TgRf^ mRJ7 TR to7 qR4 K^., 

qR 1^ 9 qR qW%T 11 t#, qR e^qr ^aTT^iflqcl 

STO ^Rq^picl 1395030 qR SRqr ^ f^q^ 70 qf^ ^ tr I 79.3fiin 

wTtqcT tm %\ ^ 

^ Q TH 4 W uTHT qT%7 ^ 10 CTR ^ f 3ft^ ^^^U■^ 

a q1^ qqiui 

t.T^ qri qf^ 10 qR qRl cf^l ^Rcfl, u4 <1 qiAilcJq, 

RTO ?, qq c7^ q uTTcTT I cT^ qq^R ftR^ 70 qf^ OTqif4<ll 

1992900 ^q%f%T 11 Tfqmq, qr^ eRRT qft^3TT44tq^ q7 qq5 cf^ ? ] 

(^). uM3nt4^ ^ ~MC^^ %qf zu 2008 ^ W713TT?7fT^C[1qeT 4 q?i^ ^ 

R>qRq ^ 3f4t^ ii ,3nqR tr q^ q^ it qRfmfiq?# -<^ 

^ tl 2005 ^ q^ kwmft q^ TT^ 291 3fR 2.9.2, ^ ^I^Oei 

^ ^n7tf?rq> ^ t 4 7W 71 %qT W t f47 qf^q 

Hl^tiHfa (■ yqfq jj<a, g qgiq q7T<r 7^^3 Tt 44^) qrqr qq^ ^ ?lqi | f^7iR7 

3?T^, 1^ qlJ^3r441qci ^ qR-^r? v l ' f^fiici qqi 4 
3(iV) ^ q^qRT TqR ^ q qr^l Tpqi f^ oRqqPnqi Tjqj^ ip^ Hf^cHiq 

^qqq qRqy ^ 3if7 ^ q^ uft^. 4 trr ftq^rqr^ ^ uin- -q 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^^rrt^tqcT ^rr 4 

wm? 3lt7 TRqiR ^ qrrh %q Tpi 2005 oi qqc^ f^?Tif^ ^ 7^ 2.81 sri 

Wf13n^^ ^ m? q^ ^ TTliRq ft# 3TTte qR-?^ q1 f^ qRf qtf 11 

^ qrqq) erw ajt? qf#qt#qf ^ qcfjei ^ anqR ^r 
qqqfq^ ftqRjj?# t^ sr^^fq ^ Rrqrq, \jift^l3i#jiqer qq ywiq cTpri urii ^feq^Ri qi^J 
^ t qqr q#pf#(T, qq 3T*J7m qR^q t, wq, ajq #7 #) 

TO #%T ^ t\ am: qftaant^ ^ Trmrq ft#qv] jq^ 

2005 ^ qqjcqj ft?nf^i^qft qq si^TR^ qR^ ^ ft#fttT %qT qqi Q i 

(V). 2005 ^ ^ ^ llPlM qq 7^ 2.13 qqf#r l^^ff# qR^ c^ Tmq ft^qiT^ f^R m? Wimf 

^ 4 q^ ^ aiqfgr qt 7R qRqmq RfRI vHt7 1^ *# ^ qrmftq^ 

qRTer #7 ftoftq ftwmq q^ 7#eq ^ st^r t i ?7i 4 aF# q^ qq> 4 ql^^j^i 


H/f-i &7^lti.~ ‘-i 
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^ 50 ^ ^ fciy ^ w w f- ^ tra> ^ 

ilc^K T sit? ftsiFTT + yi - 20 hR|? 1^ ^ f^FTcH ^TlMt ^ I 

wTTO to FtT a miR ^ yy^ 

^ ?tcTT f ^ 2009 ^2011 3Tyi^ ^ ^t?FT >stl<pl yRTCT sit? P|ai l4^,^20 um itut ^ 

ti ^ aito siFt ^ 2010 ^l' yT% 

an^ ^ w ‘io^if^ci "50 5812.63 cy^ ^ sRPTratf^ ^ ^ ^ piykR ^ 

^7^ wjWy f^-yi yr I yit^sn^te ^ 

t, PiHf^f^'i ^ad y?t WTT y5t yiFft y#y: 

(yi). y^ 2006 ^ 2008 ^ ^dtaan^dly?! ^ y^ Tj^^aim ir y4 2006 ^ 2008 ^ ^ 

f^ yy ^ 31 2008 aft 1 titMwid. ^ yd^ry^y ^ air^ f^yjyj 27 

yrd 2009 sft? 17 y[y 2009 5RT cR^ryy wyfefci y^ypft yft an 1 31 

f^^yy? 2008 ^ aird yy ft'WK yf^ aiyfe ^ an^ yr^ y^^ 

A sjylaJ ^ Wt srfcrRyy sfMy ^ ^ yypftoiy an^ yft nd 

ajT 1 ^ ^ ^ yry ari^ sil^ yy ^jot yHiy iviiH wth) an^ y. 

^tyyydt/23/2oo3-^^^ f^ytys 30 f^ryy? 2008 g RT ^ ycyyt/cfd^ci'i' ^ 

^ ^ yg^ ^ ?T?f ^ snrn f I vjftasiijdly^ taRn y^ te^sryHJ ^ ^ 

3ry?y 2006 ft yyyiyf y^ yRyiciy -Jiift ^ ^ ani ?y^fy ^ y^ 

sT^yry f^Fyyr ^ ^ ^ aife^ yy 'HHiy'lvR yft 2009 afty 2010 ^ yg^ tfty ^ 1 ^^’ 
31^ fjRyyr yy yry dt 1 1 yft 2009 aft? 2010 ^ ^ tfty ^ 

sft^ >HcyygR 2005 ^ uypfyj torfftchjft ^ 2.13 ft fftjy nft Mrr sri yifi 

fftryr ^ ?T^yT i 

{?!). 3FRy 2006 ^ yRfftyj U5{jey> anft^T ^ yry, an^ f^yry^ 3 yr^ 2010 gRT yrft 20 10 ft 
^ fftaftRci fft^yy ani ^ yft 2009 aft? 2010 ^ yant cfty y^ 

yr-i 2010 ^ y^ anft?T yft ari^fft y tinft gyr yg^ dt ?Tyiyi FT ^ 

TR^ aiftc? 2010 ^ f^?Ty? 2011 y^ an. v^rnf^ yrft 2010^ 

?nai ?TcT^ cnyy ffty?^ ^ «n ^ 1 nrft 2010 ^ an^, f?t yTte?“T ft 
(ycyyy) u^f^y y?jey> ft yft y^ y><i1(^) yft yryr ^ Iftaft?^ ^ arftcT 2010 f^’fr^ ^y’ 
yft aryltT ^ aT^ypft y? f^?yT?T fftyir a^ri yrri 2005 ^ y^ ^ ^ 2.i3^ft 

yy M?^ ^ ar^yR, ^ ?fyft ft yf^Ry^ ^ yroTf^ urkt aft? fftwriyy 

yft ?TftteiT arftcT 2010 ^ 1^?Fy? 2011 yy^ arsfty y? arylil Iurt^ yttflari^^^ ^ ftl^yr 
y?pF) ^ ^ ?iyy arjypft y? fft^yry w an ^ yft yrrfti yrfly 1 

(y). ?T)fty ft^, yft 2009 aft? yr^ 2010 y^ ^ yt?Ty ufTctafr^fttyH yy ^rftfft'STTyy vjft<riai ijd)y gf ^ 

fft?yR arr^ ft y# ^ ^ ^ ar5?TR nift'n ft -HHiyt Riff ^ 

y?jc^ ftETtg yft fti'wiRo aryf^ ^ yRm gRT arRiy aftciRyy 

arRrfty, yf^ ^ ^ jjiwn®y yRyr f\ ft 1 ytfRTft yft Rmy y?. y? ftty ^ 

^^T^lanftfttyyr 3Ty?y 2006 ft RwiRy ?y? y? yyy aryi^ ^ gRry yRyiRry 

yRyi yTT^ ?4 I? an, FTcTTRi SIT?lft^ ft^Ty R?Ty? 2008 ft wm ftt gft aft | ^ ^ 

yg^gyR . yft 2009 aft? 2010 ^ aajy cfty yfttftf ^ Rr^ R?^yR 2005 ^ y?j^ 

^ 2.13 ft y^ fftyRuT gT?T TTTRry yftt fft>yT yTryni 1 ary: yft 2009,2010 aft? 2011 ^ 

yft^ i ^dlTjd ^ y i wffty> y^iftP it y i yy ^ nR^ry yitaariftiftyH gnr mi gryr^ 
v'ch'HHH ?7y ft yftt yryT an ?TyjyTi 

(^T). yr^ 2010 ft Mftcftaj[^>fti»cT ^ y^ yft yftten ^ gRry, yft 2009 aft? 2010 ^ oam #t 
yfttftt ^ y i ?tiiftcb arfy^ y?T uw'Piyi ?Tyy y? yftt ^ 1 ar^ yjr 2^ ^ 

2010 ^ y^e^ ayft?! ft 'jd argRr RR^yR ^ yyt^ ^ Rry ^gfftgrRy fftnj yy ^4 1 ??Tf^y, 
ar^-yWr erryyt aft? 3r^-#y ytey ^ arte yT?yRyT arRRiy RiylRy y^?ft 
^ feT^ yyy aryRr yRyiftyniTaft gRT yft 2009 aft? 2010 ^ yarn 3 yfttftt ^ ar^nr-ft yft 
ygRft yft yf^Ry ft 1 






.I»n>Tin~^a«5 4] 


27 


ms m TFim I smsjm 


(^). ^ 2012 ^ 3TPt ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^0 5812.63 eTRJ WfPTFitte ^ 

vi*iN'i\flM ^ 2010 ^ ^ TrftCT ^ 

130i) ^ W ypl^ftd ^ ^ tl ^ 2009 ^ 2011 rT^) cfSt 3^1^ ^ 

I^RcIT ^ ^ ^ T|^JT ^ ^ 

yfl<fl3fl"^41^ici ^HT ^PJT11 

(^). '3h 4<K1 ^ ^ ^ ^ 2009 ^ 2011 cf5t Wrt ^ ^ 

^TTW ^ ^ t, ^ IHT ^ W # t ^ 6zth 

^ ^ 2009 ^ 2011 ^ ePRT f^of ^ ^ cf^ ^ t, mM I 

^ 2009 ^ 2011 ^ ^ ^ ^ f I cmif^, ^ 

2M9^3?k 2010 USf'T ?fr! d’^IT 3T^ 2010 2011 ^ 3T^ ^ 

3{|cj^ 3?^-3 TcR '^Ttucf^Tf 1^ ^ ^ f^^c^qui ^ arjgcff wf ^ w? f^^in Tfin 

tl 

(Vi). 2011 ^^3Tci^ 2011 m ^ ^ arf^ ^ ^ 

f^rf^ 3T^ ^ ^ iht imri^id, ^fr^ dn^ i jn^H ^ fs mm wi 

«zff^ ^ §9)K m f&m an 2011 2011 sTcrt^ ^ 

^ 2012 ^ ^ #t v4h c^w7%r #ft I vjff^i^ifttid ^ 71^ t 3ik 

yrte^ ^ ^ aM ^ «rp^ ^ H?iT t, ijclro ^ cf?r ij^ ^ t# 

3T^f$rcl aft^ V3MC1®J ^RcTR on^ T^ ^ I ^ cgEf 3?^} ^ ^ ^ IP1Tf^?l 

2011 ^ ^ 3fTi^ M ^1 

\jj)«^ 3 ii^ 4 )'^(?i ^ ^11 ^ 2011 cirmf^ 3 nc 5 ^ ^ 3 mi^ ^f, ^2011 ^ 

\3f|tf|31l^if|kjel fNT ^ ^ 3?g>fHli ^ ^ftJxIlRcl qidliJId 31^HHT ii dH l ^lR frf f^l 

W #1 ^ 2011 ^ ^ 5r?pp Cj?| 3PT^ TI^STT ^ fFR, c| | >HlRch 3lt^’: 

ymjit cnl% ^ 2011 ^ 3d^/^n^ ^ c?^ yrr' ^ I 

(vii). 2000,2010 3ik 2011 ^ cjRfi ^anMiM m c^ i 4P i cMMd 4t4 ^ ^ tt^ t:- 

(^). ®ldmi ^RT l|, ^ 3 TTJ^ 2010 ^ 3 n^ ^ vrfl^ 3 )l 441 k'c 1 ^ 

dRR^ Wi(|<^ ^ 1 3 l 3 (d 2010 ^ 10 ^fcRRI ifjt. cfidlcfl ^ aft | cf>ci1cfl 3RR eRRfpf 

f^Rrr (an^sn^afr) i{ ^jiTRt ^ atetM atfpm ^ ^ ^ aft I 

^ awtg?^ pta T^y] B^TFr ^rmiRi^r' 3 tr iht ^TtRn w i 2010 ^ 

2011 art ^ ai^diPid aim (Rmm ^an art ^ ^ 2010 i dt ^r^mt cRi 
amfe ^ 1061,61 eii^ aik ^ 2011 ^ ^ i4i5.48 ^ ^R n i Rid aim c^) 

^ T?if^ 3iu?m ^ ^ t, cTif^ qiwRi^ amp^ aik ai^iimlr c^ 4ki 

^ ^ art ^1 

(ig^). ummm 2009 ^2011 ^ irt ^ ^ 15I8034 apjrtci rt w sit | afr^tart's^^i 

^ ^ 2009 aik 2010 ^ 4kH pFRI: 1559879 cft^ 3lk 1891105 ^t^^ ^PT W'fd^ t ( 
vift4Taik4im^ ^ cf4 2011 ^ .10 ^R#^r ^ 4kH 1577242 ^t^ ^pt y^wn yumi ^1 
'(;jpta f^'^i # % vitdcj'^ 2011 ^ 2011 nyr ami! ^ rt’^i 

IHT 1728651 Tpj ypytid f^RT Tmi f | ^fjfHei mi 3TT^ ^ yft 

mirndt m m?m ^ miw M^Ra |t? oMan^q?! ^ cr4 2011 ^ I 800000 

^JTtcnpd ^ ai^HPT oFimi 1 1 m]f^. f§mR rtt ^ 1% ufr^kik^kR y4 2011 11 y^n'l 

^km 1 72^ 51 96 c^ ^ flpRdd m ^mi t, yknf^ ulvd^flifl 6RI 'H^f^cT %JTT ymt 

t. ^ TPt^ mRu) ^ t ci4 2011 11 Tift^ ^ cTirt^ airt! aimR wi 

Tis-TTlrti rndmicT ml 2011 mi m f^^r ^f^xi i Rd ^ rt yim i M art^ci 

^lamid 1885801 Cf4 2011 ^ fc=m TjRdlRlT %7II w 1 1 

(■^). ci4 2009 aik 2010 ^ ckmyftf^ yiHm 4'msn yRmnmi arm (Riji^m/^ cpi 
f^yR) wfm. mo 36064.01 aik mo 4050194 Rny 11 mmi yrt k<4 ■iRm: mo 
1523.25 cii<a aik mo 31.63 RTT^ Riimci/i^ kq^tf m??t f I y^ctp kiEitmJT mf4cn^ Riaft 
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' ” 

1[KT ^ ^ ^ ^ 11 ^ 

^iSR«T ^ ^ cJ^HH ^ W ctctiq^t ^ alk ^ ^ 

^Idl^lcl ^ JTTST ^ 3 fM^ c||>Klf^<h «ra ^ f^ Wmj ^ 11 ^ 

armr? t? 5M ^ M% m f^m w 11 ^ Wl^ 

3 fT 2 J, drtfi^ ^ ^ c^<sJIM' 51 fe?T ^ «ra ^ ^ % I 

^ 2009 ^ 5HT ^f^xllf^d «ra ^ 2009 ^ ^ ^ W ^0 

52.90 eiM ^ cT^ ^ ^ ymR ^ f^f^ 11 ^ f^ 

t ^f%e ^ drdH^ Udt^d ^ 3R[^ ^flcTTcR^ ifraT R<<Na ^ 11 ^ 

w 11^ ydfcHd tj^HH ykricR^ ^rr^n^ ^ R<iNa ^ f^ ^mci^ yj^ynn 

w 11 ^ ^ Rijmd ^ ^ RraW ^ 3 tt^ t, 

WW ^tw 11 


^ 2011 ^ 3 r 3 *#t?i yRdidH is 3 f^[*TiRi?i ■mcrmnr 

^ ^1 ^ 2011 ^ f^ mcllijld 3I^ITH 1885801 'm t 

we w t, 1 [rt w ^ 2011 ^ any 

m(R y? ^[Rftf^ 11 


3TenyT, y^ 2009 ^ 2011 ^ ^ Rl'^rtRe ^y^ye aira ^t^l 3 n^ 41 ycT ^ 

f^rRrd p\ y^WH ^ ^ ^ ^ymy y 5 t ^ 

3^: ^ 345.51 ^ 294 eTRsT 3^ ^ 73.82 eTRy y?t 7T% y^y y5t 11 ^ 

f¥^ ^ y^wd ^ ^ y^ 2009 ^ 2011 ^ f^ y>y7r; ^0 371.41 emy, 

^ 297.40 eTTjy 3fR ^0 63.52 eTM y?t 3113 yr<T ?t^ ^ yR ^ ywiT ti ^31^ y? 

yRT yfc i ^Rd yitet yMsn^^flya yRi 3fy^ sny wn ^ ^f^yiRe ^ ^ 
^yycR ^ y4 f I 3? t yRi yfri^f^ yif^^iyt stwr y? f 3i1^ 

3ft^l3TT^^Iy^ yKT yfcl^Rd ^ ^IjycTR 3rMR ^ ^ 3frf ^ 3^ 03^ ^ 

^ 1 ^ ylt^l 3 iTf^fyei yRT uRi^Rd wy 3 tt 3 yit ^ yRyicrit ^ y^ 

Jt Ryj yi? gytTFT yJT Ryci t, ^My^d yiRy- RsiR ^ ^ wi t, 

vjrfcil 3 ir^ifl\j"^ yiTT yR^d R3R y? R? 3 Ri ^ 1 


y^ 2011 ^ t^. ^ ^ y^wy ^ y^t 

^3^ yRT gyery y5t ^ yi^ ^ ^ 73.82 wy y^t Si^diRd ^ yyi y5t ^ 1 ^ 
y^ 2011 ^ yf[^ 3ii^>ftk»d ^ yidiyid 3i^ypi ^fRitf^ Ryj yij #, ^ 

y^wd ^ yfr^i^'lK'ei ifnr v^k;d^fi:cf)/yyiRi 3 ii^>{f 1 c:ri^v ;ei^^ ty si^yiRm ^ ^1] 
^jye y^ ^ yidiyid si^yry ^ wi ^ ysy^yfcT an^TR y^ ^fRitf^ yyr %\ 


vj^^iR? 2009 3fR 2010 ^ yiRy^ ^ ^ yyr t, yfi^i^^lkjd ^ aHi 333 ypf ^ 

ymRiRry! mt ^ ^zim ym yi? yry^iy yft arnt 

^ ^ RRyy wr. 3333^ Ry^« y^ *333, ^ f^. an^jfchf^rt TnRy ^ y^. 

dRdMpdy t y 5 t Ry 5 t y? dry. ^ ^ i 

333 y?t y^ yiyy: Ry>t, yRwf^ryt y?t Ry 5 t y^ dry, arFj^y^yt ? 3 Rd ^ y?j^ afR 

Rfe 333 ^ wir =3 yRyidy yy^e y^ ^ 1 1 3 rt: 3^3 333 ?M ^ dtfly 

^1 y^ ry ^ '^RyiRd y 5 t y^ f ^ yH 2010 c^ an^ ^ Riyr 331 aii 1 
63 r 333 y^ HipNcdd wyt/RjyfJ yffyeft ^ yyjcyj ^ Ri^W ^i 333 wi 3^ yni 331 
^ I R^jjil ^ yjyff y 5 t ^ ^ 31 ^ RiPiyy dry 35 ^ ^ 333 ^ ^ ^ ^i ^RyiRd 

d^ Rjyi 331 ^ i 


^ y^ 2009 3 jk 2010 ^ cjiR<r> ^7^ ^ yyif^ 3 ^ y^y?i- ^0 31.59 

dRg sfiR 30 6.84 dM ^ yttRIR ^ 31^ 333 3? R3N 3^ f^31 33T 11 

^ 3 iRt yM 33131 3311 3 ? 333 yw^t ^ftyiy yyry yR^ ^ y^ yiRi ^ 

3 ^ 1 ^ ^ I cryiR OT #3 ^ yyfSfci wft y^ yft^l 33 ^i%d yi 3 ^Rd dme fcly 3 >r ^ aidy 

3^ 7?3T 331 ^ I y^lant^t^tyd ^ ^ 333 y^ 3id3 ^ ^ yit^ yiR3 3^ Rv § 1 
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l«rtn in—wffs 4] 


^ mi ^ A ^5jt%?r ^ ^fi ^ ofh? cm^ ^ ^ % ^3fr?l3Tr^^ 

tltutnl ^ ^RT t, vJcRT •STeJPT ■STR ^ ^ ^RltJlf^ 

^ "n^ 11 

^ UTci^TR tpt 3#? 3fFt w t aft? ^ 2009 aft? 2010 ^ 

'mi 3rR'l%# c^ ^ ^r (f^ ^0 145.45 efra aft? ^0 223.25 efra g?t ^ ^ 
vji'l'Si 11 czrat c^ fof^ f^iji ^r?iT yicifcin p!t.i1y>j| tfJi4cii^ ^ ^ 4 ^i^' 

^THT "t, cZJlft c^ fei^ STqtn^ WT f Wg efR ^ STR ^ ^ clTW vjff^ '^1 

t, TfT ^ ^ W 11 

^i^cThTi^'h ^ ai 2011 c^ fc^r? mi ^ ^ ^o 45.60 ^ smi cfij 3 ?^ith 

pHTrar 11 ^jfr^tin^TfKipT ^ w yf^^Rci 'm ^ f^rfR ^ ^'m 

3rR' ^ ■'UlrlNIrl ^ ^ ^ ^ W?TT I 3RT: ^ Sc! ^0 45.60 

eii'id ^ '3f^ 3{Fi Rh'tTl '^Rl^iRn ^ 11 

(^). \i'ii<M ^ 3fk ^ 2010 ^ 3n^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3n^ q?, S^Tvn 

5r4t c^ RTWI 3lk ^ cf^ 4t 

^ pTFTcT ^ ^ *iNl q'ill t! 

q4 2009 3fk 2010 qif^ ^ qf^^HcR sr gTRjf^qqKiwt f^ qrwq ^ f^ 

aR?T; ^0 93,05 Pll'a 3lk ^0 83.07 pTTSf q5t ^1% ^Tft^ f! MiqtlM cl^t yc<jfp| tf^t 
qv?^ ^ f^ <^1^4 q^ Uft3)l4414l'^p1 ^ q^ 2TT q? WlcjtjM WR Wll^q?!'?! yTT^ 
qq 3T^f^ mm^ q^t qq^ q^^q^ qq qq^fr w w ti q? 

'vip^<fl41q f yftsri^^Wq^ ^ q4 2009 ^ 2011 ^ qtqn q^tq q^’T'J ye'W'i 
qi^ ^ qqrqT t, qqq q^ c^ f^ qMail^^lVei ^ ^Wl q^ ^ WTRit ^ 
qq wm 11 ^ q4 2009 ^ 2011 ^ qkn qftsrr^^f^jpT qM q^Tq q?^q^ qq vm^ q#’ 
f^RT qqrqT qqr t ^ qVq ^ qinxft qq q?q ^ q^ vsGdi "t 1 qf^ 
q^ qiqq^t c^ yttant^ttjtqcT ^ M ^ t ^ f^rc#q qqrq qfr^raq^ifiq^ 

^ M?jpq> q?f 3fqpft 'H41 ct' Rqf^cR f^RT qn '^q^ai i 

(q). ^'Hif^ qr4 2010 i> an^ c^ 3?^?dq q 11{vMi)(q) A qil fW w t % q4 2009 ^ 

"^^0 150/- qf^ q5t q? ^ ^q^q^^ f^TTR qqr^ sik qqjpqs q>1 3iq^ 

Rfterr qr^l^ sriq?^ ^ wnqq ^ ditftq q4 2010 sik 2011 c^ 1^ 5.8 yf^?TcT 

q?^ q?f q? ^ ^ qR f^qR tor w qri ^3qw7 f^Rrqr qwf c^ q'fW ^0 
150/— qf^ q>t q^ c^ qq?kf ^ qqqr^yfr Rsq ^ ^ R>ki 

yii^ ^ qjq^, yfkti^cTl^lqpi ^ qwi^hjft RW f I ^Rh \dqti qqq<P7 q>t f^RT4 q? 

q^ qipfl Rq. SRI qqr 5^> qRcrf^qj qqRR Rhviqi Rq q? fcRR 

ftjjqr qqr 11 

(Tf). qr4 2010 ^ q?j^ 3TT^ "^qr ^ ^^icim TKt 3i?ffq q4 2008 

2011 cRiq q?f qq c^ ^ ^ tor w art Rfteq c^ ^Rq 

yfr^kn^ik^ anqqR f^Riq qRT Rqt q^ '{41cr>K qR^ R!a}q ^ qif 2008 ^2011 ^ 
anqqR Wrt an^ q^ qkqr 1 qf^ ^ rct qMsn^^k^ qRT 

yTRTT t q4 2008 ^ 2011 ^ '^f^qiRd Rq q5t MteTT ^ Rpfl aJt 3jk 3Tq^ qq^c^' 
wta q^ A tptcT: 'HHrIRHcI tol ylRT qTI 

'jflcf)^i441>^pi ^ kiqkq q4 2008—09 ^ 'Ffq4 ^ qpi kwk'Ji sn^ ^kin qri 'jfl(^l3n^4l'>|R 
^ qqrqr t q? krakq fitRftq q4 2007-08 (Mri q4 2008-09) qq? ^ ter w 1 1 
'^'dlRb vjflcTlSii^^lv^Pl qRT ^kxf qq kiaikR 3j|^?l yq ■RqrfT "t, snqqR qrfeqqkql A 

WrT q4 2008-09 c^ ylt^t^T^iftVH qRT q^T yfcl^Rd 3qRt^ ^ffcqq?Rf ^TTrI 

q>t '{41cf>!y f^j^jT f I 3qqqR yif^qjiRq)' ^ q^qqpT ^ Rq q5t qq? qq c^ ^ ^ 
a<T>'Tl<41 "^qr ?jcqj q^ ■<4)cbi'< RIrt "t 3lk q? 3?^qH pimri qqr "t qf^ ^ '*fl 
^4k>R tor ynqqri yft^knt^k^ ^rt f^ qq f^q^ qq f^qqRT qR^ ^ % sr^qd^ q^ 
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^ wn t, •I? ^ 2009 ^ 2011 ^ qf^?TT?n 

2008-09 3fk 2009-10 ^ 31^ ^ 4il 

JT#^ t afk 5^if^ ^ ^ ^ 11 ^ ^ 'I 

^ f^WW f^ W 11 ^ ^ '<^ ^ ^ 

^ 3fFI4R Ul(^4>li^4^ ^ 4 t| ?|1^ ?IM t ^ ^ I 

(^). W 205 ^ wa|f^r4> 4)1 T15^-3W 4^ 2009 ^ 2011 ^ 4^ 4^ ^ 

f^)4T 44T t, 2010 ^ yjg^ 3TT^ ^ 441 24 1 

(F). 4^ 2009 31^ 2010 ^ 4Tf^ ^ 44f?T: ^ 10931.45 ^TT^ 31^ ^0 11592 45 

44 f^4!^ 4)"^ ^ ^5T4f^ ^444 ^44 4^^ ^ fP13|: 

^0 10687.48 clR4 Olt? ^) 1134«.48 ^11^ 4)^ Tlf^ 4?Tt4i tl ^ 'ffl'x! 

aiT 1^ ^ 3ntn 5^ HI^I4^r IRI 314^ 311^ ^1 44 4^ %7T4T 4HfvJl-1 3^^ 

Sffel 3lfe4)R 'HH I ^Y^ ^ 441? ^ f I 541 4? 4T4 41PTT 4T%1! flT^l 2006 

^ yfl^l^iflkjol ^ U5gc4) ^ 4T#14) f^ftlW Yf, ell§^'H ^44 ^ 4^^1454^ 44 cZjTl ^ 

4TTai 3141^ 4^ 41^1 28 4^ 4)1 ^ dl5’^^ 3141^ A Rci^ 344) 4)4^ ^ 

44T 241 4 ftjl31 | j ’ ft4 cl ^14^ 424 ge4?T4T 344)^ 541 fY^lfrl 4^1 441!^ ^ fe?! 44114 4^' I 
3ft^ 54lf^ f^4n4 f^41 441 t i 

(5l). 541 f«l?^44 ^ ^ 4^ MR4i4fa1^ 44 Rl4cT 4^ 44lt4r 441 t:- 

(40 ?44j1 *1) 



2009 

2010 

2011* 

qi(^ 4 ) ^ 42II HR'(1Mlcd4| <m Pjqd H>isj'S 

93092.29 

86940.69 

75754.01 

41^: 4lf^ ^ 31^471 ail^tPKf 

44 

2561.21 

2151.41 

1741.68 

'(nolftid f^4c7 irers 

90531.08 

84789.28 

74012 33 

viTti: ?4Rt 4wi4I3lt ^ 3ig4’R d^ldd 3liltbl'^~^ 

3658.94 

3512.61 

3366.28 

3lfcl4 R14^ 45 ^ 

94190.02 

88301.89 

77378.61 


*3ig4H 


(^). 4)PJ 45t 44^te4 4^ 4^ t:- 

(i) . A 4?414Eft 4^ ^ f^ cT14cl f^444 ^ 4^ 2009 3fR 2010 tp 

41^4) A 47ltlJ 4144f^ fcfi^ ^441^ 44 ^4R t\ 4? 2005 ^ 
y?Io4) f^V Il P l ^^ tt A 44 MNtllHf ^ 31^4114 4^ ti M fclf^ ^4414 

^ 41 ^ 44 f I 

(ii) . 54 mte44 lfl4T 41 Rc 1 444141 34^ 1^4141 30 Rlct44 2008 ^ 31^444, ^ c44t ^ 

iftfg4dT4 vjft cll5#<l 4j4R ^ 41441^ ^ 34^ f 4it ^441^ ^ 4*14 ^ 4141 ^1 
414>cTT 11 

^ 4421 tifr^l3n^'^t^ &14T 44 ell5^ 4^ ^ 31^4114, 4^ fcll41^ 

v^i(l31 l jif l4^ 5141 4fe 3n21R 44 31^4 1514 ^ 3141 411^ f I 4? 

t 3lflll4 ^54414 dc41«l2ft 41? ^ sfR 4^ ^ 314 ^ ^ fWq ^ 
'HHm'ffif cT f%4T 1544471 54lf^, 4^ ^ 41«il^ 4^ f^41^1 ^ 50 yfrl^in 4?! 

44 ^ g4'g4dH 45t 3fl41tT c1r4«itfi 4^ ^ 4cf414 MR'HMfcdflt ^ 4^ f^4141 ^ 

t|4^ ^ g^^4cll^ ^ 4*54 ^ 4141 441 11 ^ R^ 344 414lRl4) 414^ Yj 
45t 4^ ^1 

(iii) . 2005 ^ 4?f?4 > R?IiP1 ^2I 44^^^ 4)| 4^ ^ 414^ Yi ^44 4^1 w'l'S'P'^ 4514t ^ W 

4^ ^ 3fRlcT 44^ 45t 4?t41 RieitRd 414rl I 414 4? gfe 4)4^ ^ Rl4 4)?T 441 
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’TRcT 'in ; STOIVRWI 


an ^ ;:009 i\ 2011 2005 ^ y^c?P ^ 

iifcmH^ sFj'HR mR^I^ci t ?fr ^ «pkt an 

nrl^ c^ an^iiR ti cianft cTpitT I^crut ^ ^ 

^rf^ ^ A ^ 3TnP^ t^t 31^ f^Hd'i ^ n?itm 11 

^ arr^ ^ 7^, ymf^ 

31^ R>nT an, 3n^ ^ 3r»M ^ ^c^ifild ^ Rn? 1 ai^Ricr «zM ^ 

m\^ A ^ 2009 ^ 2011 ii f^ ^ ^ ^ ancjj^ 

■fRT 11 

(iv) . i\^ ^ ^"4 A. ^ ^ f Rj nPTc^ i: 3T^^ 

nR^f^ 1^ ^1 2005 ^ R?iTRr#?ff ^ ^ n^ ^ 

cZRt d^ 'dflcijd 'jnm 11 ^ ^R-diRd 

Rt? (nnl ^ f^ RRTcR ^ W t I 3RT: ^ ^gR^Rfi 

fm RjJiiPiM ^ RaiRr is Rnj ^fRflRfcT Rrzn w 11 

(v) . 2(09 ^ 2011 ^ Rnj ^ w ^ cjcfiTH arR^I 

^ ^ R?m^ Rrnr w 11 

(s). cpr 4 ^ ^ 2009 ^ 2011 ^ Rt! ffjn?T: ^0 2623.13 ^0 28/1,78 

ma 3iR ^0 2ye9.52 cim rR^RicT 4?^ ^ t i 

M ^rR^rnfoRf ^ ^ Rm^r 3fR ^Pl/^ ^ Rr^n^ RrntRRT M 2009 ^2011 

Rnj ^0 98813.15 ^0 91173.67 ^ ^fR ^0 80368.13 c=TR5 qRoR l d ?Ml 11 

(^). ^ 2010 3> 31^91 R/TlRrcf tjyft IR Tlfrf?mT M 2009 ^2011 c^ Rn* 16 

yRrw n 5 t ^ rt Rmr w ani 7 i#i RajR ^ c^ Rnj ‘ciRdRcf? 3 ff'^^^^' m 
R^Rnq ^7^ /in/i crTn? n^ 11 

(viii). ^ 2009 ^2011 Rn! ofr^l3n^^ c^ cMRmi^ RnTUT a i^ dH<fr- l 7 <>m A 

TRpn Rjtif w 11 ^^iRj «inidi n/n t, 2009 3^7 2010 ^ nF^ 3 h^hIi ^ 3 f^irf% 
RarfrT ^ 3nan7 cr. ^ oiR^n ^ Frar nF} 2010 ^ 5r?5<^ 3n^ 4 RtaifRd n^ aJi, in^) 

^n6 4 TfHiTTlRTcf I TfnTTjtRm Rj^ cfr^ sfRi^ln cR ^^riRc6 ttRt RailRd c57') ^ 

Ri^, M 2009 7^ 20 '0 ?Tc 6 3 T^;nm Rr^^ Ftnn 7 2010 R T-nTtan 31R91 ^1 R?ci[^ji R5HI a^|, 

tR 3rEfR R cr[7'.''R^ aricnR R ^Fei Rttt ^rnr ^ i 

tjcM 3r3#R ^ Tjan RtR5Ji:^'jK:7T R ^r4RmT^ R R^Rtf^r R shein n7, n? ^?sn R 
TTRarr 3n^ R^t^ 3 -iwf 2010 h 'cji^ 2009 3fR nf^ 2010 R Rnj srjmRd w 1909.99 ^itsi 
R 3rf^^ ^ niTdR^P 3fRi?R t^o 1416O.62 ctri 1 1 9t^ t^o 12250.63 cm? sfRRdfti 

3tRrR fw 2010 R ^mften srR^f 3f^R?T 3TRRm ^ ^cRt A ufi^arRt^^ cR pr ^ 1 

#{tiR 5 n^R ^drnr din t, «icn«R 2010 R 77415(1 3(R?i 4, 2012 7"^ 3rr4 9j7f( R4 ^irR 3fdR 
~<^ 4 TfnrRRm Rj-!;j nrR t^o 5812.63 cR 71R1 3f7R(RRrd 7? aft 1 n? R diii [Rdi 
tjort ^(R^i Ri 2010 R 7ffften on^?! R mar qRri nref 2010 R TJ^jccP 3fR?[ 4. 3(f^4q cR 

R Rj'tR 2010 3’'i7 2011 R sf^nrR 4 nnR R R TfnrRRTcT Rt 7m ^ f I 3m: 7^0 I8O63.26 

(3(aitrl TiQ 12250.63 cTfTJ + 7^0 5812.63 cTRS) Rt 7rRr cl4 2012 R 2014 R y^Jcm 7(3> Rt cIkH 7(774 

^ 3 cRl Rt R7 3^7|R 4 7-FnRfRRT Rt TmR 11 

(ix). (7f7). 3R^ 2010 7^ R7R7 2011 ?TcP Rt 3(cfR R fcTTj, RijR n^jcTp 3n49T 4 ■'gRcnfRr nr^Rm 

3iiRR 31^7 3r^nTR Rt ^cHI tpt ttr 4t4 fR/n §:— 
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(^0 cTR^ 



Titian 3n4!<i A f45f«ii'H 
yij aj^^TR 

cii’wf4<i> 



% Rl^cil 

2010 

(9^ 

2011 

Total 

2010 

(9W) 

2011 

Total 


1138525 

1516034 

2656559 

1418329 

1885801 

3304130 

+ 24.38% 









yRxjicn 3M 


48165.26* 

84289.21 

47195.19 

60696.45 

107891.64 

+ 28.00% 









t^d (‘jc^si’d 

27734.27 

37704.78 

65439.05 

25217.26 

34517.69 

59734.95 

- 8.72% 


* 1 2010 ^ ^ cn«®ifcra> ^ ^ ^ io ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ am 


a'j*iM'i ^ ^RflRlci wi ^ (Rrara cfUict ^ twEid 3 ira) 

(^). Mte ^ gKT <ll'Wf^4> ajt^ cllf^chi ^ 


(^0 cTR3) *1) 



2010 

(9 W) 

2011 

aftTTd 

vjft^aii^dl^'d dKi aif^ci yf^dR ^ 
qiwRcp arliif^ 

21977.93 

26178.76 

27518.11 

qi'wf4<i> Pi4)fyid 'ivjfl 

68380.25 

80368.13 

84999.07 

Ply'lRjJd m 7 3if\^d 

yfcTelR 

32.14% 

32.57% 

32.37% 

PidIRHd 4 yd y7 16 yfc1?M ^ ^ 
yfcidR A Rpmr 

100.88% 

103.56% 

102.31% 

' 


(n). v^'Hif^ cnfcTMt ^ ^ w t, yc^fr «tt^ ^ + 20 yfclJfiri ?i s\^<f> 

% I vJtki ^ «;1'{|'l vjflcriOll^^lvcl 5M ^srfufcT ^ uRicir*T 3 ft? ’t4l0l4 c^l^'cl 

^ 3lfecfj cf>T 3l1'«a 3lfclR<td 92.25 yfcRKT ^WI fPTT § | 


(it). f^?TTM?fr ^ ^ 2.13 ^ 3T^^, ^ ^ c||>wf^ct, afl^? 

PrsTK^ '<^ ; ^TT - 20 ^ 3!to ^ f¥m t wr ^ ?in[/?iPl 

^ 50 yfrigid ^ 3Pr^ IR) ^ TPTRTrfyTff f^^ll vIFTT iTtf^ I 

If? ifT^ f^RTT uiH; 2 OIO ^ ^ 'd’^lfTT 3114?I ^ ^f. 

10(^)(iii)(n) ^ tor ^ t ^r4 2010 ^.' srj^ 3n4?i A 

w ^idi^ici ijtif^Hi-fl’ (ta ^idi^id ^) 'w f4?c)m tar ^ an 3fhj 

ye'Kid w?<TR ^ ^ffct^cffr f^4?i ^ yfclcjin ^ y4W^ ^ 4 f^ni 

^ an. wg 5?T ?Rf ^ 3RfR ^idmid A f^FTin ^ 2005 y?jc^ Ai 

^ 2.13 ^ ^ f^I ^4 cT: WRlfuTd vRUmH 

A ^ tor ■Trm an srfM^i 3i1^?k ct>^ Rnfr^to ^ 

'f^f^^ff^ 3T^^ 2010 it R^Til^ 2011 cIcF ?T>4 3Tcrf^ ^ aT^Hlf^ aflx! 

dl'KlRlch ^Idiyici ^ f^i'ddl +/— 20 yf^?Tcf 3Tfecfj >1641 ^ I ^f4> 3T^ 2010 i\ 
2011 ^7^ ^ 3raf& ^ 3I^H)Pld ^Idl^JIcl ^ cTI'WRcti mcmiTd ^1 fA^\ 20 

yfc1?id ^ 3fte 4^ Tj^ 1 ■^'Hf^v 2010 ^ f4w 20 ', 1 ^ 4kH ^0 243 

57 <t)'4'$ «PT "^Rjyt 3t(ciR<?ri 3rl?r^ ^jytrT- ^fprnflfyfcT f^nn utfit 1 1 

(^). ^ ^ 2.13 ^ 3T^w?, ^ 3f1tmq nr^t y^n^ f4>^ dimi ^ 1 

R?iiR4si ^T? 3m1^ ^ ^ ^ a>vd ^ f^ 4kH ^ araf^ ^nw'irsid ^ dii-?l 

1 1 ?ianf^, 571 ^ em^ 4 7^ ^ 3ft4l3nf%ci ^ tti4 2010 ^ 

3 n 4 ?T 4 , ad^f^ nra ^ tdt 3 m 1 & A TPMtf^ ^ ^ fAM w an, ^Rif^k; 
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^ yif^cb'^ui 2012 ^ 3rnt ^ ^icft ^ ^ 4 >i 4 yfi^ ^ tRjT f^trfRcr 

3T^ 2010 ^ 2011 3fl^ ^ 3T1^ ^R T R^fe r c T cp^ ^ f^ 1 1 

(^). ^sf?rmT w t. 3ife 2010 ^ 2011 trj 4it ^ 3ff^^ ^ M 2011 

^ 1*11*1'' ^ ^ ^ ^ tor W 11 3TcT: ci^ 2011 ^ 3r^[RR vjM3n^%^ ^ 

^jf an'cf) ^5iT 1^ <ii«ito wWf ^ vjih'ri ci^ 2011 ^ to ^ 

^wto RM to% 45t ^ 

(x). 2 W 5 ^ torto^ft cpr ^ 2.5.1 sr^fiTT t % Rmmm tjcrf^^RH Rtrcr^/^if^ r^uTRt 

^ i^cri^to ^ 3r^[RR ^ infliTi 2012 ^ 2014 ^ ^ to» i 1' cpi 

t^Ftop ^ to' ft 1^1'C 31^f^ to ^ ^ 2005 ^ 'ST^^ Itolfttof ^ ^ 2.5.1 

^ to ^ 2011 ii Ritoto/arynto RKmrr?T 3fr? ftofiR/cmirT aM i> 

^Rcffcp ^ elTRcI ftRW R# tol ^! aftto «to ^ aiRTcf cf^ 2012 ^ 

2014 ^ to ^ cRRcT ftWT cpt 2011 ^ to RTcTTRTcl, aTRT, Wi 3lk toto ijuft 

ton yfr^to^toeT gM ’to ’tm t, 3 mr r^ tor? Itor rrt 11 

(xl). tolft) Rto RrTTRT RRT t. ^atotocJ ^ 3 ?%^ ^toto R^ 31 Mto RIRcp fiTRcTr 

3TltM R^ R^ 20J2 ^ ^^14 flcto r 4 ^ to 1395030 ^dl^JIcl R^ ft^TR to 11 Rto 

RR RjWr yfi^tertoto 5TR ’jtoto 1395030 gfr dfcr erRm r^ RT?iTRm #ft?T Rto rji 

^ ^ to I ^ m^. Rtototo ^ 10 ^ to torcT R)) aff afh? f^rf^ rj> 

^HR ^ Rto ^ ft? tor 10 tot ^ RftocfR cRR?r R^T ijto ^RRR dIRd ftRRR ^ cRRtocT c^ R^ 

f, 5'Hldki 10 ^JTR tot RT^T dPtdd R>t fiTR?fT 70 RftRR R to toll R^ 1992900 '^t^ ilRRfD l d 
11 tolRR^T, Tto fiTRm yft^totoeT ^ R^ to 11 

^RTR ftor RfTR Rto3to1tor ^ ^ Rto R>FT ^TT ft? Rf RRTR ^CTT ») 2.1 

ftftoR ^t^ ^^3rto y^wR Rto ^ tor to Rto gm ^ r^ ^ 

11 vi^cw ^Rcii^ ton toRtot ^ ’tt <PWT an ft? todR ^ rtri rr t opjrr, Rtoarr^^id r51 

^ 31 RT^ 2011 R?t 2.2 ftoWR f\tH t f Rato, ft ^R tf l ^ RR 2.2 fttot ^ (HTR?^ ^■<> ftcRR 
^ toto^toto 5TRRI m R-RRTR gRT toftcT fiTRcTT ^ 3to TMR Rtottt fT«t gIR 
^gfttod ^Vlddl ^ ftR-ftR totot R^ ftxTR to to R>t RRT? ^ t! RRT? ReR todftjd 10 
^ tor Rjf tofr ^ ^ R^ 1992900 ^ftto RRRtR R?T 70 Rft^Trf 11 

R^ 200J ^2011 ^ toR R?to! RTdIRId ^ Rltoto to to ^ I R^ 2007 RRMTcT R?r 

^ eft 2008 ^ fftr RRR 29 uft^ sft, R^ 2008 i> fcR WRTcT ^ ^cRT R 2009 ^ 

. cTRRR 2.50 Rft^TrT aJt, r4 2009 RTdlRTd g5t ^dRT ’t Rif 2010 A fftj cFTHR 21 'jtoci aft Sjt^ 
RTRft?^ eft 2010 ^ RT?rrRT?T RiT ^loRTT eft 2011 $ (OT^Rlfto) RTdlRId ^ RPJ^ R?tot 11 ^ft? 

RR ^ WR ^itoyf to, tosj to RTdTRTd ^ RR 3TR;RH dRl^ A toi’ft to ftm 1 

to eft 2012 ^ 2014 ^ to R'f 2011 1885801 RlfTTRIcT 5 to RTRTRTR R eft cj^ 3 

Rfto Rit RTrTTRTrT ^ R^ ftw fto RTTcTT t cTt RTRTRId 3TR;RH R?R?T; 1942375 2000646 

to 2060666 tolfto tor t uto 70 wftiJld wtotcR R^ 10 ^RR to R^ ^RfTfl 
^mR R^ 'H cited R fifRcTT ^ ^ I 

to RTR ft?^ to RR RIdIRId RrjRlRt R^t ^ePH ^ RtoatoffteT ^ RtocT RRtoR ? RIRIRfd »t 
RgcRijft R?to RjT tot f cTt R? totsrftitto R^ -to ft? R? R?pR> ft^Ilftto, 2008 e^ 3 18 

^ 3TRft R^ rjT sr^ftrd toterr ^ to toen r^ to r?? ^Heperr 11 


(xij). eft 2012 ^ 2014 HTRcT ftop R totSTlftod ^TiR ai^lPld RftoePT 3TrR 1395030 RldTRTel 
^ to tl R^ 2012 ^ 2014 t to 3P5Rlto qfttJIdR 3RR W Rft^ e^ to R^ 2012 ^ 2014 ^ 
R?R?T: 1942375 2000646 ^Rl 2060666 ^ RTcTTRTcl 3TtoRT Rto e^ to ^raelR to 

RR f I 


0^1 1^- 5 
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^ ^ ^ 3 i^hm wn^ ^ ^ 44.96 

^ ^ c^PI^ ^ 11 ^ 3(f^ ^ ^ ^ ^fPFl 

f^PFFI ^ 3raf^ ^ f^ ^teR *r^ ^ 3M ^ 311^ ^ 

^ 11 cWli^t. ^>*1^ ^ 3c4Rq>l ^ ‘t’H'Ji'l'i ^ ^ ^cf»TH hR<j?^ ^ aPT^ 

^ ^ airq ^ ai^RFFi f^ ^ 

?i? P i Rtid ^ ^ ^ ^ an Tnr^Ti ^ aiT?! i ^ 

^ aft^ f^Rrnn ^ ^ 46.33 nm ar^l^ ^ fuR^R 2012 ^ 2014 ^ ^ ^Ptci 

if aira ^ ai^npH ^ fcRiR fiPnr w 1 1 

am: vift(na< i ^>fl>^d 5RT arm ^jennRfcT *r^ ^ t?^lai, fxi tnn?, alt^ 

^ arm ^ ^ w 46.33 nfir ar^fM ^ f^PFro ^ ^ 

af?m»T ^ § 1 


[^l^ng 315^ an^ ^ ^ g»yRt ^ arm ^ 

i n? nfe %nT aiHT vA l j l anj4I«s'ei ^ ^ ynrf ^ ^^Rtu 

#1 nTHRjt ^ arnm 2011 ^ ?fT ^ atra ^0 45.33 t\^ 

Wn n n? ^ aremn ^ ^ 1 


uft^Ian^^t^ 2011 ^ f^ wnarli ■^. n? ^ nm ? aft^^ant’tiV^ ^ no 

400/- ^ andj^d ^ 'Hnf^a anr#^ 4 k^ ^ n^r 

nrnwTci if 20 yf^ifid nn f^nr? iiR^ HI amn ^ nf^nn mR^ich (an^^^fonn^afr) f^i< 
fq>nT 11 ^ &RT nrat^ 0^iyl i nfcRTcT.aft^ian^'^ln^ ^rt nm J(^n. nn 

an^^lanW^ 3 Ifi ^ 2012 ^ 2014 ^ fcFj ^ ^mti^ nrnmm aT^nnfr nRqjfcici 

a5t t i aramr. ait^anflt^ ^ cni 2011 ^ no 02.42 c=n^ i arr^^ i Ptf^n 
^ f^ fln^I ^ njn afR wnan^#^WI^ici if ar5»#m Mif^ 

^ am dffnal f ■# yrtof \rff^l3n^%cT c^ nminm n? I, '^i 'f^’'^’^ 

n»f 2012 ^ 2014 i ^mRci w i 


^ jmi. rri 2012 n 2014 ^ an^arnjnait am 2012 ^ 2014 i fci^ no 1636.32 

mr^, no 1682.94 ?n^ aft^ no 1730.95 Rmr yRnRia 1 1 


cp4 2009 ^ 2014 i nn ijwww nff ter ^mr 1 1 


nrj 2012 ^ 2014 ^ 3 t^t#fi nrnmm t? f^tnR nR^ ly ait^ no 46.33 
5^ artR45t ^fcR ^ nn ^ p n?riftm am ^ 2012 2014 i fm?i: no 

62633.40 no 64509 93 cIR3 afR nO 66442.76 tTRsI ^R^Rld ^ 11 

^ 2012 ^ 2014 i ^nn no 45.60 eiim ^ ai^niRm 'am am' ^ nr^ ^ alt^ 

j i uH ic j i^taff f I 2011 i ai^HiPlci am am cpf 2012 2014 ^ ’ft nnn? ^ 

'am am'^n 4ft sr^f^ i n^ftnaR nT?mTcT ^ ai^nR n??! an nojoi 1 

(xiii). 2005 i n^cn? Rii ii P i ^^ ^ ^ 2.5.1 aiften ^Rnr # mpnoi'T ’nint/dR'i^ i ^n 

iiRn 5RT nifftcT nift ^ ’jnq (^sc^jjftan^) ^ ’ftaj^i nnna ^ 

wt ^ nnR-n^ i f^ nnmftunr nrnmrd i anjw? nrfti^ 1 m^^R, fn uiliith'vwi ft 
^ 2011-12 i Mn anft nrneft ft tm xj^r^niftr o^nl^^id i 

^R^ n^ fftnR 4 Rft ^ fft^ t, «Nnfft) nn ft. /27 / 2005 -f ^^ fftnnf? 11 
2011 aft^rantftftM nf^ nftt h^imou ’nRft afR fftaft ^fftnait nftfftn ter w nr i 

(xlv). aiR^ qRnrnr^, anRifftn conn, ftnnr m nipm alR afrfftm^ wmi anm ft^f^ annn 

Tnfftci nRft ftftxn^R afR imei ft«R I 


(nj). aiiycftv^) yRnict* enm: 
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^ ffter ■<^ 3TI£TN tR ^ vHR^oft ^ iJ^pefui 

cPT ^rtTvicT'Hl^f %3IT 2T| cfj^ f^'iich 23 ^ 2009 ^ ^tff ^ ^Tl? ifiJT ^ 

g'RT %?IT THTT tfj^ 9 cf^ cf?f 3Tcrj^ ti^ f^ f j ^ ^>ai m^ji 

't 3?k 3T^^I <PT 55 8f^?m arJJftl 

cTFT^ ^ ^ n 3m-3^jf) ^Rtlldct) uWT%T cTm?T 3?k ^ 45 ^ri^^?T?l, 2010 <t> 

'ITT^ ^ 3Tr?fecT vjfT 71^ 3?k ^ efufT^, czrq t|^ ^[cfH 

ii § | m 3Tc^T-31-eli| 

^ oT^f ^ nnn q? f^i?R %zrT ^rjt t ccn? cftq qqt ^ 

^ gR^ <^ qi7Tf?rtfi t \ 

^ ETRI 11.50 ^ Cf^t 2010 ^ 

^ ^Rrnrf^ 10.85 ^ qfB ^ ^FftTf^'^ m e qf^ ii ^ 3>-i>'ch 

^ ^ gr^ ^ 11 ^ ^ yM3ir^^*ei ^ 9 f^ij toi inn 

xi^ trt ^ 5 qlrm?i "cf?r 3fk 31 ^^'2012 e uf^?rfi ^ ir it 

^ fii^ ^ I ^ 2011 ^1^ 11.50 ^ cpf 2012 ■'A 2014 c^ 

r^ ?'’ff ^ 3iefrf czig <pt 3?xqr3 ti^ 6 qfct^ici q?^ 

^ # qrtf^ 2011-12 ii ^fh?H Mg wra’i n ir^io.i 

ii ag^FR ii %7 qrterg EfNT apftcgg ^ cf>T^ ii 11 

‘-^ 2011 ^ 64 yf^ 3?t? 2012 2014 Wc^y> cnj t^ f^V! 

^66 51^ ^ cj^ 3ngR y? arq <FT ar^qH rgrroi ti l^rif^n gif w 64.46 

ut^ aitgg g? t Tift ygry ^rq wgt 2012 t 2014 ot 
fciy gyg ?tt4 siettg utq ai^Rm ii Mi ggr 11 

qti X'lqi'i ^ 3fR^i qgt y? ^ngiRg I yfr ci^t 2011 ^ f^ki 

■oft^3;r^tfKF=T ^ 234092 g^ argyrt^ w ti yiR M ii 0(go[;c;. 
‘oft^tanfM^ ^ 234092 g^ ii ar^^iPld 3 TrM g^ c^ oteir i^uii ti ij? iik 
M i^ry^ gH 2010 m^J[c4> 3it^t giR^tyft ggiigctxif 10 yfcmg sngn 

y? #yiRg Mr ran gr ^ ggg 14.08 €t4x 

3117^ ^ q^igg i> M angg^s ^ 20 qf^ ggr <i5t ^ 30^cftof) *[Mcf> 
^ qrgr w gri q^ an^r ^ ggr t^MRci 3j1"i vitl^aii^iJli'cH 
gM qfcMcT 204 qMr qmg q? ffmw ^ att? 2011 ^ ar^J^nRict gmigrcT ^isii 
^ ^ ^ 3ir?^ ii 3^j(t ig? ?rq’ni 15.68 
qf^^^ iM 11 3 trM ggngqrgr ^ afer ^ggR f\ ^ 15,6a {fi-^x 4'^ 
3iR^tT^ 3ngg^ ^ ai^ft »tt 20 qf^ ggi qti ^7 g gpicp angggs '+1 "^'fTw c 
g’^ 2011 2014 ^ M 3TR^tvift g^ ^ 10 qf^tgg ci't 2011 ^ yfl^ian^^ftkcH t^i^i 

qq aTR^tqfr g^ ^ aqgR Tnq ^ ^ ^ cFgqrtt A ^f^iRg Mf qyi 1 

3Trf: g^llfttrT iflcllqicl t|^ f^kj Wfftf^ aTRcftvift fT^ qfcfq^ q^ 2011 2014 (^> f^V! sb“M!^): 

220725 191568 ^ ajt? 179436 ^ q? ^gMRcT M qq f | 

aM aremq si^HiPia <gq gif 2011 i\ 2014 ^ M t^o 393.50 cHi'a, i^o 
887.14 Tirgr, 377.58 gfreq ait? go 871.32 eiHq qftqRig ^ i 1 

{^). qM ait? ^eq cmm: 

qiggr ait? ^eir M qMsntittq?! gig go 12.25 qf^ qrqg q^t g? g qiggiftrl Mi qgi ^ 
3it? qRR qiM 2010 Mq? 2011 crqi 2 q^ q^ M ^1 ^ I qrq M qt giqqkq, 
qMan^kflqg ^ gqg egg zife arjM q^t q^Riq q# aJti SRi 1395030 

^ qigiqr^ ^ M ^r^niPid q^ 2012 ^ 2014 q^ M ^ rT?gq?ti q^ f^kj ?ivilf?^iv[ 
gifTigm q^ egg qft qTif^ q^ fciq araqq Ml qgr t [ ^ eM Tqra qy 2013 aft? 2014 
M ^ qq 3r5qFi wwA ^ fciq TMaiT^iftqci gm ^MRg 6 qf^^ici gifilq^ qji 
qq?e5 qgjq 7?qi ggr t| 
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(tt). 3^7 WBT^: 

^ t ^ alk PImcTH ^ ^ 

3 fr55#rf tel w ^ I ^ GMiR> ^ w # 

^ 2012 ^ ^ t. ^ ^ 2011 ^ te STTi at yifig ^ ^hri 

^i ^ ^ 3TcR-^l^l^ «f>^ 'fPT^ ^ 4NI ■*nTT tl 5NT 

1395030 ^ <l l c1 i qi cT ^ te ai^*llf^ ^ 2012 ^ 2014 ^ te ^ ^ te 

^rmram ^ te ^ ^ te ter w 1 1 M ^12 ^ 

2014 ^ te ^ ^ ar^RPT eHTT^ ^ te ^ '^l^tiiRd 6 ufcRRT ^ite ^ 

^ W W 11 

(xv). ai^H i P i d ^s^TFfri riT^ ?fpm ^ tec^ pfpicf. ^ ^=ipra ^ ^ ^ ?nte 

11 ar^RPT Rit 5R^ ^ terfcite at^^ ^ R>t ^ t:- 

(r>), eiMia: 

uft^ail^i[ICfcT ^ ^ 2011 ^ 2014 cfR> ^ te ^PP^TR ^ af^RPT ePTT^ ^ te ^ 

2010 ^ 10.07 5^jT^ ^ ^ RI'wR 4> afrPrl vJMRVf ^ "PR^ 

tl 

^ 2011 ^ te 750 11 66 ^ ^ ^ 

y’lP'l aft? RUMI ^PR PRl^d 1^}PTT ^PH ^ 1 ^^IcflafTif^lvjfTl ft apf^ir? 2011 Rf? 

^ te aracpi te^ te aft? rtipt? c;7Ttft ^ te ft^ ^ te^ Rft ^ ?pra ^jp 
12.36 flfft 11 ^ ^ V54d«l t, ??Tte Rft 2011 ^ te 

^ PiTRcT ^ ar^RPT a^q^? i\ ter? 2011 w ^ te ^0 12.36 Rft 

^ ^ te^t ^ PiTRcT ^?ftft ^ te arad^ ter w ^ i tk) 12.36 ^ 

^ teft Rft iRPTd ^ ariEn? ?)q ft tei w t aft? gft 2012 ^ 2014 ^ te 6 
gte?r ^rte Rft Rt ^ i 

Rft 2011 ^ te ar^R i fftd te% te^ eTPrft antri? ?iR ft eft Rt t ^ ^arT^«?c^^si?i 
Rft 2012 ^ 2014 ^ te 6 yter Rite ?TR5 ^ Rft Rt 11 ??T te^PR ft ^ teft R? 
ten?T ter rrt ti 

(?R). ^RRd: 

. Rft 2012 "ft 2014 ^ te jPR?T- 2.2007 te? yf^ 2.2484 te? Rfft aiT? 2.2933 
te yfft €\t\ Rft R? ^ ^3Rte RT?T 2.119 te? yfft Rft R? ^ 

W 2011 ^ te ar^RlPld ^RjftR ft ePTRR 2 UfftfTd Rft ^ R? te? RPR R^fftd 
ter RRT tl Rft 2011 ^ ar^RPT M 2010 ^ te i-se yf^ i> Ri??Tte t^Pi 

WfPT ft ePTRR 14 yted Rft ^ ?RcT: tt Rft Rt 11 wftR yfft ft Rft"R? -Rft 

^ RR RR?uy Rftftlarr^te^ 5 T?t ?r^ Rtli ter rrt 1 1 Rft 2010 ^ te 186 te? yf^ 

RR cr i ?dRR> ^Wr an^ ft terr rrt t aft? yft 2011 "ft 2014 ^ te RRi'^ 
??yT ■'RTT 11 

uil( ftailj4 1 r! ^ Rl?l Rft 2011 ^ te T’O 4163 yf^ te? Rft R? ft '^(ftdlRd Rft IRR^ 
PTPicT ??) 45.28 yfft te? Rft ygte R? ft ar?icpr yft r^ 11 r^ 2011 ^ te ^RRt 

elPTcT Rft 2012 ft 2014 ^ te RRR RR afR^ cTRlft ft te 6 yfft?Td Rite HR' ft1 R^ 
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['M lib—4] 'iRti ^ 


(^). 3jt7 cfPTcT; 

^ 2011 j^ 3J^^iPla IRT5T?T cI?4T cTPTcr ^ 2012 ^ 2014 ?Rfi c^ j^ ^^frT 

^ ^ 3T^*TR d'li'^ c^ 6 yfcl^fin cT«fj ^ Tf^ 11 

(xvi). ywf ^ 3I^JTH ^ ^ 25 ^ ^ tl 

?T8TT w C^ 5'tcl*lM ^ 3{^^|Pia cl'Jlcbl Iiri ?Ttf> aUcfTWI 

^ arjinf^ 535^ c^t 100 y1^, ^rri ^ ^ ^r^Hif^d ^ 26 3jk 3ffR-dfei 

arcRiJT ^ cf^ wrm 12 yf^ # 1 ^ mivitfi 

cT ^^^l qMHi c^ ^0 108 5rf^ cTl^^ ^ l^-cJK f^qi § 3?t? 3ffR—df^Hd '^’EfHtrR'n 

^ ^0 110 flf^ fcfTMT aw q>! f^w ti 

^ 2011 i) ^ WT '{jf^xjiRd aw at^ wt ^ wr ^ 

^ ^ WRd ^0 112 ^ ^0 99.50 af^ i <frEi ^gr ^ 11 

^ WT ^gfcrmRcT %wtt aw ^ af^ cr t^?wi tor -tun t \ 

^^311^41^'cl &RT aan ^ a4 2011 ^ f^Rmr a^ ^ ^r^wl a4 2011 ^ 
1885801 ^ aa aidiaid a^ ^ ^ f #? e af^ arf^ a^ 

a^ 2012 ^ 2014 ?iai c^ ^ ^ 3Ttfla wr aa 3 t^w cftt^ ^ feta anw n l(aa[ ^lai 

11 

(xvii). aft^f 441 aci ^ a^t a 4 2012 ^ 2014 ta awr: ^0 3609.91 wa, ^0 3746.32 

^ ^ 3888.51 wa ^ add I f^RT^ aa 3T^w ePiiai 11 !ra7% ^ aif faPi-a 

3fR 3Ra al^wf^a! ^ a^dfi f^RT^ aa ^ ^ara aait^ waia ^ f, aag r>([ 
5 ^ ^ #aiRd «\r 3fk 3Fa aR^'afmai rmi vj^ 

^ aff aa f I ulaaifnfl a ijfe a^ t aMaa^ ci gRi dfarr a^ t^iiaY c^ grjaFi ai# 
f I a^ f^RTa^ C^ 3T^TH WT f'| 

(xvill). 3T^^ c^ ar^, aff^lsa'^aR ^ a4 2011 ^ 2014 c^ f^’ sr^iiRin 41ar ciTw a? aga4 f^a 

ww aft 1^ afffl3nf#7R ^ ^[f 2010 ^ yjRi^ 2011 ?rai a^t 3Taf^ i\ ^-ia'f^a «nai ilRi 

aa^Tf^ a^ af^ itaff ti denial afrft3nf4tw wt a^ 2012 ^ 201^1 ^ 4tai ainid a? 

STjaia ^ 396.43 Rf-a T -0 420 22 Wsf 3?k ^0 445.43 RR3 afra^nfifRR WT 41Rt 

a^^a^ar ^ aft ait;| an ^i att^l3nf4ti?ci ^ a^t 2011 ^ 2014 ^ fan' <ttaT Rm aa af^n ^ant 
^ 6 afrRm arf^ ?Ta^ a^ 2010 ^ f^ aRrte ft^ir wra h c^I;^ aa Raiai aai 

f I a4 2011 ajtftaaf^tw wt aan 4fcia 4tar Rnicr ^ af^ara a4 2012 2014 ^ 

caaR^ Rfaj t, ^piaTaft ^ rwt aftft3af4t^ aft itat an f 1 

(xix) . aManf^toR ma aan afrr4f^, ar^niRta anrrRa^ af^a?a, nt^famann anti, a'j^f^tfi 

RpRcTKat, ^aicn, ^art ir 7tt'i(?](‘R^ ?^ft/RraR?ft, a^nrt/qt^ w^irtri “chTat 

ar^/aTjR f4in nt^arcHicna^ Rj^rRa^nTi arl^ ^ ■'ftaf^Rr ti aftftsnfift^ ^ ^ crI 

R^niPtci 'aidmid ^ aft att^ f I aflftanfifi^ a a4 2011 r^hhI' a^t snw aar 4 a^a 

riaecreJt a^ arrar^T u7 g nfema aTf4a> aa an^ rr; aR^ ^ a^t 2012 ^ 2014 aa. a 

t^ awT ^0 251.02 RRg ao 266 08 R^ afR 750 282.05 RiTj a?t ^ ^cRT ^ aa anjani Romi 
^ I ^ iTi fN^ a7 f<1?<jTa toi ^rai 11 

(xx) . a4 2012 ^ 2014 f^ aaatta't Ttar ?jRf5 aa ijram t^tl aaai^afl Rrsa d'lf^d Tfi f^jai 

aai 11 ?iRi% aft^tanf^taR ^ a4 2012 ■'^ 2014 a^ ar^fFiRra aaatta^f ■Rai ?ica5 (^ii^'an^aj-) a^l 
arf^ aa a^ ^ a^jraii^ aft itaft f, aa^ ^apr cfa)-4t5t ^rar ^Rn R'^hi i i a^ f^ 

RP^aa aa aa f^w aa R^tR f^Rn f i 

Mtr a4 2000-09 ^ I'dlRn'^v^ fcRar^ar a4 ajtft3nf4)i7R ^r T^ar aje^a i^^niia 

^ Tfa’tr A anaaR aiPtaa^t wt PtaRa aa f^?am 'aR^ gi^, aa aagaaa 3ri;arT an mi an 

7iaan f % ijjmra a^t a^ 2012 7t 2014 ^ ten: i1t ■'Hai-id: a fit arns^rn nenRi n^i iiri ci^ Ram 
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^ ^ ^ 2012 ^ 2014 ^ ^ ^ f^?4RT fW trh 1 

^ Tici c^ 3 XfS\^ ^ fWr eirt a wt ^ 

"4 "4^ 2009 ^ 2014 ^ 3lN4>y pNj<*^f 3ll^?l U't^fl I ^RT s+ll 

^ tor uTM t rfl ^ 2009 ^ 2014 ^ ^ ^ ^ 3fhJ 

(xxi). ^ ^ ^ ^ 

WR<1 1395030 ^ fiFTcTT ^ tM ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^RT4^ c^ ^ ^ W W t 1^ ^ ^ ^ «FTcn ^ U?to iiR^rf^ 

HRTRiff ^ TImR^ ilVl^'R cg^ietai ^ ^^IFT FFtT I '6M<j'l<MKifl ^ ^ ^ ^?Tc1c1T 3jt^^l(^ 
?IC2?t ^ 3r^ vTccI^R 3d^ ^fR^ ^ ^ IRIRlt 4^ 'd^4 'J^FfT I 

^ ^ ^ ^ *TF?mT ^ ^ 

;sf^ t^I 11 ^i?TOT ^ ^ t 3ih 2005 ^ 5^ f^91Tf^rM ^ ^ 2.4.1 

^ ar^TR ^ RT^ '^TRI 11 

f^^ ll p j j glt i> ^ 2.4.1 ^ ^ W t ^ cIHRi^H cTc^ ^Tjf^ ^ 3lf^ 

^ ^fFFH ^ 3ihFT ^JnJf^TKTR^ ^ ^RxjicIcFj ^ ^ 

g^jc^ Tfjfj c^ fTRI doJj'FcT ■'^clqt^l ^ 0KI 3dyfd cli'ld 4>ctvft ^[cRfT 4?l vjTT^ 

^ ^ t 2006 ^ 2008 ^ 2009 ^ 3TW 2006 3TT^ ^ ^ ^ RlwiR^ 

zp] RPT 5^T, ^ tor 'w t, ^ rfiW ^TPm ^ 

(3PT^ 2006 ^ 9^ 3n^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 2010 ^ 2011 

m^'(> | <^ Tf^ (FfTri 2010 c^ U?Ic<5 3TT^ ^RT ?llRlcl) ^ ^cRT yTP? 1 ^>dl<4ld cli'ld ^ 

^»TR^ Ui^lddT RTH ^ qf^cRI ^ Rbil1 ^ f;- 


(■ 5 f>). cTPm: 

^ 2006 2007 ^ f^vjlc?! \iM*lVl ^4^1 d1 ^ STcFT—^ ‘JMc1«? ^ f t ^0 8.87 

uf^ 4>t ^ ^ ^ 2008 ^ tecft 4>t tiiwf^ w^i wym m ^ ^ 

2006 3iW 2007 ^ teft sfnRT: 15.75 3ik 10.64 gfcl 

' iRmR i cI f^^TT 'TTn ^ 1 2008 ^ Rl^ f^uT^ vJ^hY'I 13.73 ^ 

^ ^ 2010 3 n^ ^ ta TRn 11 ^en zpv^i\ *i 

yfr^1:MT^k'R gRT W yRl4ftd 2009 ^ 9l'«lf4cr f4\ilpri 9.55 ^cm 4^| yR l 

11 ^ yy^ y 4 2006 ^ 2009 ^ aft^ici Rvucft \ 3 H*ii*f yf^ <r)|^ 12.42 

gf^ mR^ i R tct ^ ^ I 

;iiY^t3n^4^ ^ ysTT «frj 4 f 4 ci M 2010 ^ yR?Tf^ Ryicfl ^^y^ ^ y 4 2011 
cjT^yiRm wfm 10.07 ?y>i^ y 1 ^ 1 1 ck^^tr, yf^ 41 ^ ftoff w\}M 

2.35 ^ y 5 t 11 y? ^ tor yny yi^ 2012 ^ 2014 

c^ ST^HH 10.07 ^cM^qi gj^ 4t^ ^ Rl^icH viMHl'i ^ f4?yRi (4)<11 yyi § 1 wfll^ 
arjHiRm y i dm i d iR ^ ^ 1-17 Vf^ ^ ^ 

yy 50 yfcRra yi^ 2012 ^ 2014 ^ yr 4 y^ y 4 -c^ ^ 41 qja 14 ^<11 yyi 1 1 

(?g). ^£R cTPTcl; 

y 4 2006 ^ ^ 3 i^ ^ ^g?T^ 1^ 1 ^0 35.39 yf^ ^ y^ 2007 

c^ ^ y >1 yRtrf^y^ c^ tR t 4 yR yR^ i^? y 4 2006 f^ ^ 4.60 to 

g 1 ^ gtofcT ^dT 1 1 y 4 2007 3 jR 2008 -c^ ^ wTty 2.21 to g^ 4 ^ 

2.17 to gi^ t. ^ c^ FRi 2010 ^ arr^yi ^ #^iRd (4^ : 

gRT yay yfri4f4d y^” 2009 ^ f^ry yRdf4y^ ^jyiiYy 1 8i ftH87 gf4 <1W^ 


[’Tm III—^9^5 4] 


VnR?f ^ WT 3 T : 
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11 ^ ytFR 2006 2009 afrBff a1^ 2.70 ^<L1. «f^ 

9f^fl ^ t| 

yfr^fen^^ter ^ w yfcl^Rct ^ ^ 2010 ^ 186 1^ 

t 3ik yft^f^iilv^ ITHT w yf^^Rct sT^HiR'e? ^ wrtn crt 2011 i 2.119 
vif^ 11 ^ R)^ ^ ^ 2011 ^ ’ft 1.86 qR 

iRK[ ^ W 11 lIcpR, cR 2010 afk 2011 8fh=m ^ sR 

1.86 ^RcIlRcl W 1 1 yR ^ER \Jir»tR ^ 0.84 fcT^ 

y5t T[^ 11 3Tg#m Tmm cr ^ y?r yllcT ^ tR 0.42 aR 

^ ^TTelcn cTPT ^>1 50 wRl^ln yl^ 2012 ^ 2014 ^ ITc^ ^ ^ Rpr -fcjR^ 

RrT W 11 71? % RrT ^ f^ 2012 ^ 2014 ^ cTPTcT ^ 1.86 

yR ^ yR R?yRT Rrt w t\ 

(tt). vjyR^ Rrrjt ym 

cf^ 2006 3ik 2007 7^ yR \3yRyR %RraT irr ijyro f l 2008 ^ Rki, 

^ ^0 100/- yR ^ T? Rrrt y»TR yfcRRcr Rrt 1 1 yr^ 
y^rrar w t, yMsji^^lv'ci ^ y ?ft y^yyiy iM sff afR y yit 2009 2011 7^ af^ 

vm i> wh ^ ywi^yH Rirra to airi ^ c^to yri cry? 

yr^ tTy> airyrwi 7 ^ r5o 108 yf^ ^ ftoyr yyR yR ftoR fto t ait? yif 
2012 ^ 2014 7^ sTfR-^fito WFTRRR Rio 110 yf^ ^ ftoyr y^ yR 
fto fto 11 ftof^rto ^ Rjy yy %tor 3 T^[rtr, Jg^rarm yy Hm y Rx i rtfyi ^ tof 
?pft fto yy wm t yR f%y yy R^ yy toy crm yy ar^yry ermyr ynyr yy^t 

RR 3 T yrmr 1 1 \Jhwr ftoyr yto yy 3 r 5 yTy cto vityriR tr yR ^toto eTRT 

ftoR Rjyr yyyr to w ti gy'WR ftoyr yto ^ yto ^ <g?raTTT ciry yR 
RtiiR Rri Tryr 11 

IRT yyyR, fto^t 3ftR ^ ^f 7g5!T«cii cny ^ to yR y5t to yi?ft rt% y^ 2012 i\ 

2014 to SPyRT: R>0 689.56 cHRsI, R>0 752.86 ^ 3f[R R)0 821.97 cfT^ ytoto to 11 

(xxil). yto to yrriRR toto ^ Rto yy to to Rtoy ora Rnfto t, toto 

yMtoto ^ to ^^to yy R!y>?n 11 ora y^ y? yy yftoR to crfrt to t yto? 
ytooR to gT Pm toM ytoto t sry 7 ^ rM 11 tottotof ^ yto 

yrriRTy toto y^r ai^yto yrdiyiy t to tor t to y^ 2011 i ar^to y^ antrlR rtr ^ ^ 

RTRRf^ yyf ^ ai^yiRci wi yR crm 7.50 yfri?m ^ ^ yR toR cto ^ y^ 2012 
2014 ^ to ?RT ora yy 3 i^ mm 1 1 to ^ oyy to to yR, totatoto yr?T t R> 
toy m\ yyrray ^yftot i> arpryft ^ aricito Rifto ^ Rmi frriiihRci Ryry tomry y>RR 
(RMy) ^ ar^ to to yr^ to^Upfi tor yR 3?ftoyRT wry ynto 1 1 yfr^tan^yer ^ 
toffy? 27 toyR 2011 i> y>RR yfe ^ t yft to 2014 cry? %i toffi ytof, yRR yry 

y? tor yyr t to ato 2011 ^ to 2012 trr ^ ato c^ to 19 yfrmy yy^ ^ 

fto ^ to t, ator 2012 ^ to 2013 ryy 15 yfci?ry ^ y^ to t ato ytoiM y>f ^ 
i to ^ ator 2013 ^ to 2014 riyj 13 yftom y>t ^ y>t to 1 1 ^y^ toRr ^ 
to?toy ff to 2012 i{ 2014 to RMatoto^r yRi y^ty ai^yrtor toy cian aniRiy gytoyi qR 
ftom toyr yyr t. yR^ yft^fatotocT ^ yRj^ to aito Rtor A yiRRitoP aTfyjto 7^ rtrt ar^tot 
yy RTcRnyy yjRyr tor I 

(xxlii). RnyRy tototo ^ yyyto to yRto ato a^^Rsyy, ytoto tor, Rypy aftR c^to ora, yf^fSRi ?iiy, 
wito yRWTcT vm. yytora toto ajy, Rffarr^wip ^ar ^gtoiy ai^RfRf,. yT?y to 
R^RFto, toR ytoto ora, rtwr crfict, totorycr yyR - ^^iy%T rj^' ato yyffi mr<, 
FitoR RM RfrytoR ar^RSFr ato toto f 1 vMatotocr A to 2011 ^ af^ A 6 tore) 

yy ^ yyRy> err^yrR^ ^ to 2012 2014 7^ to ^yRT; ?o 4679.59 rrt^, R»o 4960.36 rrirst 

afiR Rio 5257.99 cRTR? to yR ^ wi yy ai^yry cryfTy 11 ftoeWr A Fff toRr yR Rrctrt 
tor TRy 11 
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(XXiv). ^ 2012 ^ 2014 ^ ^0 205 ^ ^ ^ ^ STTO 2010 ^ ^1?]^ ai'^91 

^ 3nf^ci <|fechH ^ t gtk ^ ter w 11 

(XXV). ^ ^ 2012 ^ 2014 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3r5HH ^ § I 

(xxvi). wt-*4^, fyf^ ^ 2012 ^ 2014 ^ ^ ^ ^ f. ^if^'lEl 

^ ?T^, ^ ^ ^ ^ ani ^ 2011 ^ ^f 

f^Ttra ^ ^M\m ^ ^ f^ w t 2012 ^ 2014 ^ ^ * 

^ ije^lfra ^ -HH 1411^1 cl 1 ^ W 11 f^ 9 elq''i ^ ifM Mc^ei 

y^TM^ gj^ ^f^^^T?l giten WmtuiHl ^ ^^PTRTto ^ 20 12 2014 ^ f^k! 

^ Rr^ra y^ 't? ^ppi yR^iRici ter w 11 ^ yTfiRi'4> 

t ^ ^ im ^ ^ ^ ?Ty^. ^ 2012 ^ 2014 ^ 

mR^h'mRh^I ^ y^, yf^ ^ ^ ^ 11 

(xxvii). ^ ^ 

^ 3nyR MR’HMfcciyt tPT ypi^ ^cr ^ ypi ^ ^ ^ wJ f4\y>R Ht?! 

yRcTT t. ^ ^ 2012 ^ 2014 ^ fM ^ ^ 31^*^ ^ ePTiyT 11 cia[rf^, 

2012 ^ 2014 ^ PinRif^d 3 nyR y^ yy 4 Rjyi t 

(^). y?^ ter yyi ^ ^ czjyii ^ yrt en?^ yRR ^ yra^Rt ^ 

^ ferf^ ^yyr^ ^ wr ^ '^l^yiRci yn ?fyj^ f i 

Oik i Hif i cfl ^ wa iRi yy y^ ^ ar^^. xMay^^ty^i sri 

^y<TR ^ xjn^ yr^ ye^i yfe ^ntiR y? giftry wr ^ yyry 1^ ^ f l fry^'!. 

^ yRi^ ypT we yyr t, y^ 2012 2014 ^ yy^ %'yy'lt ^ 50 

yf^Tici X5y^ yyt ^ yRwM ^ yjy y?^ f^fRiyt ^ xj^^y^y ^ ^ »t 

^f^ti rf^ 1^ yy f I 

(^. 2005 ^ y^ R i t ii R f^ y?^ y 5 t y^ yi yiy^ ^ y^ B^yR ^ ^ yp”-y- 

aitw viiWiy y»t '??tyT RitilRd yR^ fl ai^^icT <41^1 ^ afyry ^i, yx^ 2011 y> Ihc; 
m ^f^^ i Rci yy ^ y^ 2012 ^ 2014 ^ yyiy x^gi 7^1 i 

(■y). ^?tyi^ ^ viMRcfjfji yxF y^ ^ yRyr^ ^ y^ yRy^ yyr 1 1 

(ti). y^ 2011 ^ yay fc^yRi yy ^ycnaff ^ airy^^ y 4 2012 ^ 2014 ^ yyix.! 
xj^ ytj ^1 

(^). vin^yd ^ aiEfty. yjpJ xj^ y^ 2012 ^ 2014 ^ ^y?i: ^0 3249.60 eim. ^0 3451.os 

cnei afR w 3664.98 RRy hR‘iR(^ ftm 11 

(xxviil). f^R^lf^ xjgfr if yRwi^yl yy Rry^ wys gfk yyd xj^ y«J M12 ^ 2014 ^ 3?y?T: 60723.93 

?TRy, W 57021.13 en^ afR ^ 45330.75 clRy nR^lRld ^tcTi tl 

(xxix) #fnf^ y?^ yenyr w t. yMan^xJtcr^ y5t yryyr 1992900 ^ RmtRy y^t y^ 11 y? 

’ Ww ^ yrcTTyrcT ai^ y^ x^y^yemr ^ f^iyRy ^ yyiyry gfr^ 2005 ^ y^ 

^ ^ 2.9.10 ^ 3 T^ Mto xjvjf XR yf^ ^ arl^iyKiy w? ^ 
vitoi^xte y5t ?yjyi^ xRRixjtyy>^^f^ti# 5PRiT dny^lta eo^ ait^ yW^ 

^ t. y^ 2012 i\ 2014 ^ 16 yfcRm y»t y^ ^ xj^ yyjrfcRim xf^fw f^i 

yyr 11 y? ayy ^ y?3T ynyr yifty 1992900 y»t yryyr 70 yf^ ^yytRmr xr yfey eiycii 

ti 
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(xxx). ^TT^^xrafsrf ^ cTPm w # i ctprt fcm?^ ^ 4 

^TpP^ f|j^l iRIT 11 cTPTcT Iclq^ui ^ mRuHH ^ ^ f;- 


(^0 ^ 


f^(iyu| 





ail 'd Cl and 

620 79 

645.56 

664.88 

1937.23 

t^TdcT art^jT^ 

257 20 


299.59 

835.48 

MRdipn and <^ ylcmd yipr 
RTdH art^l^ 

41.03% 

43.17% 

45.06% 

43.09% 

(art^TcT) 


WT ^ ^ Tnft '(41q>i4 3I^HlPld cTFTdt 3?^ ^ffrfeTFT ^ m 

^ W ift ^ Hc^^dyi< yff^tan^rff^ ^ mi BM l f^d ff9J5«fj 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ I ^ RvilPl^Jill' gM 

qR^ f^d ciMia ^ cf^ ^ xr ^ W ^ 

^ W 1?^ X^yT^ t I 

(xxxi) 3^71 xrf^ c^ ate Rfcf^ ail^ R^ ^ 2012 ^ 2014 ^ a r^n r P t d 

^ ^ ^ t Rrfr^’ 2012 ^ 2014 ^ Cf^ ^ ^0 1483.52 ^ ^ 

^ ^ yewd qRtiioidl' {arr^aTNxj^ra^r) ^ ar ^ i R i ci 3tt7j ?nf»teT ti ^ 

cp'(^d'(l ^ 3r[t?r ^ ?nRfrr ter yrrm t afk xr 

^ ^Rdcl) XR ^ ^ ^ ^dT %. eFFTd R?# ^ 3T^Rm 3nf^ cfT^ 

3n^€l3TRXrt13fr ^ Rrxj ^O 400 cj?t 4i3J^ ^ XR ^ ^ 2012 ^ 2014 ^ Rf^l 

^ 659^yRt^ ^ Rcr^ arMq ^ vm -r# ixj afR aryf^ ^ Rr ^o 1698.31 

^ >fldi<l'lRjia at^dlPia qR^licid arrd xr gR^ x^RrlTepr 3TTd ^ flfrITTcr ^ ^ afhfrd Rfcfcl 
38.69 yfS^Id dRdRid 11 3RT: cfcta g?l^ RR ^TffjRf g ^ 38.69 al^Vld cT?) t|>^ 

(xxxii). ■'jjl<ri3<l^41^'cl yJT XRdTcT y^p^P X^g ^ f^ 3RTejT RmrT XR afMRd 11 XSM ail ^ 
^'WiRlci ^ ii^^diRd cTPRT dc^ ^ 3T^ Rt^t xrm edi ^ ^ arwR xR 

^ ^^dT vjMcKtl TfRcn^ ^ aRR^ anft^ gff aff g? cTprt cqR aRPT d#' ^ ^ 

I ( ^ aRR-aran ^kiad ^ wwiRd 0^5^ dRi^td Tryiv dx^ersT dRcrr^ 4>t ctprt ^ ^ * 

d^ t, ^fdk* w Wd t ^Rdlrtd ^ X^ tldd^ ^ tTTdT ^ aRT ad^Rtd ^ 

yf^ 'MpiRic^I t ( aMan^iflkjci ^ ^fRn? ^ arrcd t f^ arxr^ aitdf^.RRed ^ ^etr d# 
d?jcd) dd apT^ ^arr ^ ^dtep xiRlRM ctprt aM ^ tpt^ 31xptt SRdTd ^dR 
<R I 

(xxxili). dMaii^^vci ^ arepfr ap^ gd^int ^ f^Rpd y?jcd^ dd^ 1^ cfff fipd dfcRm d>t did - 

II ^-f dd^ dFt XR d^ "de^<y dRdT yRlRlch t ft df^ dft(^13rftjRnd ^ W dfd dff d^ UlJPdj 

^ ^ dfi d?r dfTcfr t dt 5Rid^ A aiMd d ^ w> yf^id # afk. ^ d?i xmx^Tft, 

xjxfdcff ddf dfi d^ t, aifciRdd and ^ y1^ dd arjdM ^ ft ^wl?R ^ 

^ ytg^ WtdTl rmrft, afr^n^xfR^ ^rt garr ywiRfd d^dcR dxjf dd d# dR^^xi^, 

xMa]l/^lv;ei ^ gXRXiT ^ ^dRTTd ^ R<yf^ ^ cTPRT ^ddd df^d<H ^ «l>t 

dv^ ? arty dnd% xj^dcff ar^d^ rt wdidr ddi t, ^ rtdf^d, ^rtdrart ^ xrjc^ dortdiErt ^dtxj 
dxjera g^ygrt grt cTPm ^ ^rtd^ rt d^ t, qRdldd)' ^ frtRpd ^ A Wf^-Wlf^lM 

dd yqi? xduRcf XJdR^XRy grt ddR R^dT I 

(xxxiv). artcrtafr^rtl'yei rt g-ndRi ^ grrtxR xRjgg) ^ iRid? RdPd yucrt gxrtd? ^ ^ rt^lpdi dd ^RdTd 
tol t I ?xrtt ?R^ jtR yyi^ xrtdtXRxg d?^ i> XRJ^ pT^ ^ xrtdTdTX)! gjrtdX: crt y?{pef) ^ 
dddd dRrt dd XRdTj PdRi ^ I dMtanMxjpj ^ yyrprt art^rtt ^ ^ pT^ 'gd art-ll'ifl ^ fpfxj 

«RT6R gRrt dd XRdN IrtdJT 11 dddd f^x dlT f ?yT^ a^ pT^ ^ c5 y?dTd XR 

Hddd XxgRPTTd cddd ollrtl rt 3ity ^dfdv rti 2005 ^ TRJpd^ R^TlRt^ ^ ^ 6,3 rt frtfrtf^xd 
ter ddT t vdernTd-dd yF^Jd^T artx: dd xRd ydiprt d^^^ ^ ’rt^Rxg ^ UdR ddm d^'ii I 

Girl('2_ - ^ 
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3R ^ aM^ ^ ^ ^3^?R ^^ aftf^ ^ ^ 

?Tf yif^WT SRT ^{®n ^ elMId Hlt^ ^ ^ I W «iffcltf»{«i 

^ gid ^ a(^'<i£j ^ ^ f^ 'T^ I 


(XXXVii). 'jftt^taii^^l^i'M ^iTcf^qy ^'ici'^ aft? ♦ftyj^l U?Jc^ ^ ^ flqei^ 5), 6) aft? 

Yi^an^ (?3^ 7) ^ ^ 29.50 y(ri?ici ^j?% m f^Jn" ft cnf^ ?t*tft ^ 

^ ^ ^?T^ %7JT yrr ?i^ i 


^ '5^'^ci'< <jf^ ^ 'HFT ^ ap^ cRdcf IRaT ?RH ^ ^ ^ 

3TOT? ^fl ^ ?PPmr3iF arm ^i ?^ fttnr ^? ^roft # ^ 

^ cTPRT Re# ^ .MWR q? Riqf% ^ ft I ^ ?PPl. ^ Mf#aTT^ 4 K^ M ff?dm f?l^ 
^RHcH ^ 'd<;4 ft aitfurftl t|^ ?neT <ih(^ f^Jii yOrn ft eft f?Tftt 31^^/q? ti>i4qiftl qft ^ 
?ppcft ft! cierifft, 3T^1q R-jq :?n ^ irra^ ft qw ^ ft ^ HFm 

fftcT?^ qftf ft^ ^ I fttTcfKR, aft? ^IcJaiTJ^ t|^ ^ ft cjft ^wRT? ufcl?ia qft qftr qrft 

^anftftfqcT y?eTTq qft ?ftt^T? ^ %m qqi ft I 

(xxxviii). ft atkftRraj i\ cRj yt#aTTftite qft ft qft w ^ 

fft^ ^mcT ft qqqft q^lcRt ^ qqft^M? q?ftcH ar^fttOT aft? cpftq^n (73^ 8) qft ftt^ ?rft ft 94.28 
?#?m ^ qq y?TTTq ft I ^anftfttw ft ftt q??! ft fft? q^ ft q?mf^ vjqeT im ^ 
^ ?nTR ftqi ^ fcTq qq\Tianftftt^tftt^cf ^ ePPPT q?iq? ftt I 


^ ?tftq ft, 7i? TfK fftnqr qn^ fft) yff^tsnftfttqn ft aiqft tifttwi anft^ ft ^ 2010 ^ q7jcq> 

arrft?! ft err, ft ^ ^ amrf? q? q^fteH <pftq?FT ^ Rn? qnrft q^r q?fnq 

qri arrft?! 3 to? 2010 ^ ?t. io{iP)(ii}(73) ft qqi qfftftf^, q^te ar^em m\ 

q^ftq^H Rrq qqrft ft yt^ilftci ^ § Rn? antn? to?t? TOW aft? fftuT^ qft ^ ft 
qft «(aiii[ qqi ft 1 cierlft, ijf4> q?fteTq c#qft ^ yc'M'i ft ?fqffteT ^qq qW 2010 ^ q?pq> 
ft q^ ft fW? qq ft aft? |?rfftq ftt qftffftj yft^lan^fttq^r gM ^tft qft Re# qftt qcnft ett dq, 
qftWq ai^eruT ciqr ^ftq?}^ ft Rrq qqrft ft ^ ^ qfq wn, q#q>?q q ftWtarrftftqe? gM 
vjq ?Tqq fftq qq ar^ftq ftt tfta>rv qftt fftqr qr | 

arq, ^ ft «^!^iddi TO ft R(q qift ft arror qft 2012 ft 2014 ft Riq (ft3Tftt TOft M# 
q>?ft ft Iftq, yfltTlati^iTl'^oi sM qeq ^f#, 10.07 ^qqftqr qfft cTl^^ qq fftyfftt qqftrq ^^fftqiRfl fftqi 
qftr ft I qft 2012 ft fcTq ^0 12.36 qfft ^qqft ftt q? ft fftyrftt ftt qW $<Mft tort ftt ftWtanftfttqd 
SM ftfftcT q?tTTftyft ?TT5q ft antq? q? '^RlqiRd ftt qft ft 1 yfttcld cpftqft ft qqfftri cqq ?Tqq #Wd 
ftt cqqd Re# ft qpft ft fcRji qqr ft i qfttcH aj^ftsrq qsq qftcRH ft Rrq q?jTO ft vT^t? cjr^^j 
ftt qtq qjqft qrft arqft q?eTTq ft ?Tqftq ft’ ftWtanftftqcT sm ftt^ apq afrfftrq qfti fqqr qqr ft i d 
?tftT ft fttWanftftq^ qq qro arjq#?! qftt fftqi qqr ft I 
(xxxix). ftlyj^gi q?qH qvfldd ar^fteq^r cM cpftqro qqr? 4 ftft aqeq? q? qqr? fftyffW <itot ft t ywifftd 
qqqyq ft, qlaj^gi ft arrorr, ftWtarrftfttqd ft fftRfq qfftqr ft qq^?TOq dift fftrq qRrfftq 
aneq? q? y>Tldd ar^efteqq qeq qftq?H ft fftiq qqRt qq q?dTq fftqr ft i 

qT?cT ft ^ ar^ qg^ ft#? dfftddl' ft q?qiftt ft. qfttdq argftaFr m\ q>ftqvM ft terq' 2005 ft 
q^TO fft?T#ftftt ft 5 . 7.1 ft 3T^?q? ^ # anro q? fftWRd ftt q^ ft 1 ft#a^l^ftqd ft ^ 
arwft ft qR ft ?q^ ?5)q ft qftt qro ft m ftWtanftfttqeT yRTfftr anro cf q?jfti ^Rqr 1 to# ft 
?TqH ftqr ft Rrq PWi-Rr ft tftit?ur ft -m qftqr, f?ift arroiT q? qro #?t##t ReiRi 
ft ar^TO qftt ft I 3RT: TiF qrfftTO wr? ftft angr? q? qfttcH ar^aqq qaq q#mq ft iftq ft 
R#pq ftt fttyjqr tow ftt qnft ?73ft ftt ar^qW ftdr ft 1 
(xL). ftWtanftfttq^ ft q? q?# |q ^-e ft aiftlq qft #qftt ft. 4 ?TTf#T q5?ft qq g?TO fftqi r 
qfttcH ft^ ft Rrq qW # fftq qq wm ftt ^tot ft 5 ftfWmr ft 3#q> ftt fftroi ^ 
?Tqq ^qr qq ciNHid fft'dci ?FdT ft ftt qftftq qqjft qft qtMi'll fftqi qnqqr 1 ??t ?tftT ft fftq qq q?q 
q? qcgRT? ftft ?Tqq, fttfttaqftfttq^ ft <rft eq (ft qfttdq ft#? alt? qfttdq qfttqft diMHH ftt 
qqiq ?73ft ft Rrq adftqfteqd qft qft ft ftt qrqiqrftt q? fftft? qT?ft ciimmn fftqtRq fftqi tott ft 
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^ ^ ^ f I ^ dlMHH ^ vjTilcfit dIMHR T? ^ 

iRto ^ ^ iTFniPT Tt ^ ^ 3n^ 11 ^ ^gPl^ 

^ ^34tT TkI ^ ^ y!^(R <T>^'i'cl' ^ afr^f^k hm^I ^ 

mcR ^ f I 

^ TJ? ^qte ^ ^ ^ t 4<I«hld A ^ ^ ^ ^ PiHCi ^ 

2ITI 3IeTM, ^ cRyld ^ ^ ^PTR ^ ^ 

w 11 ^ 3TTj^ 4 ^ w ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ 4T^ ^ ^ ^cirar 11 3 rt: ^ ^ argifrf^ ^ ^ 

^ 11 

(xLi). ^ 47.68 ai^lR^ ^ ^ ^ Rvlcfl 47| 3ll^f^ f^-f^ 

^ 8(li) ^ 31^ 'H 51^ ^ ^ ^ I ?N1 qJSIT vjf^Rad, fir-f^ ^ 

(^ft€l3n^ ^ t ^ 4>pft ^ ^ ^ ^ ?[p?H ^ ^ TJttcfH 

iRft^ 45t ufN ^ ^ viMilWl-at ^ 3f^ 4>t ^ tl pT W ^ ^ ^ ^ 

vjft€f3n^4t^ ^ M'Wif^ct ^ ^ ftR ciMi^i 3i1Ri?^ ^ appft 3 RppJctt 4?[ ^ i 

^ [ j [ ^ aj^ ^ apTR ^ nrfe^j^ f^—vif!^ ^ M'Wif^ ^ 4»t R®if^ ^ ^ 11 

(xLii). ^fera ^ wu^ ^ ^ v^c^^a^ l j^^^^c^ nw ^ A ao o^qpRT cT m ffe anut^ ^o 200 /- ^ 

i^vij^ i ^ ^ 800/- ^ U'MM ^rar 11 yfl3iT^^Wt^icT prf^ ^ ^ 

tiif^ gciirHH tar ^ ^ 3it^ Rrte im ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

prm ^ ^ 11 


\J^Rfl3n4 ^ ^ ^ ^ WT ^ vfT^ 3Tmf^ ^ ^ I 

^ f^WR ^ UWlfcld ^ y<^fcl 4?l t pif^ \i?i(ri3)i441v*ci ^ 3i^*ilRd l^^i 
w tl 

(xLili). ofi^ i jiyu^d ^ 3n^ 3 ^ 2010 ^ w ar^^rlf^ ‘p? ^ vm ^ ^ 

< t 4 f ^ ?Kf ^ yWlRd ^ ^WnT TTlffe ^ ’it 11 

(xLiv). vjft<?l3iititit»ei ^ l^{ 3n7im 1^ ^ 13.87 yf^ ^ ^ yww t 

cnf^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ I pft TR?, ^ 

3 ^ y>*i 4 R^ ^jf*i 4 R^ ^ y«iiti f^qr t 3fk arpnd cM Rf^ihT «fj^^ ^'l 

H'ii fgR! ?Fra IPn^ ^ 30 ufcl?lcf ^ ^ wwiy # t, cflf^ 3fR^ 51^ J)! 

ljM^!WHt>rilc^^11^^c^ ^ W^ ^ ^ I ^3nt'4ty^ ^ ^ ?R1 'ddfeld 30^^ - 

aiRnrl cM Rrahl ^ Rc|«h 1' 4>c1(?l 4R ^fhpi 10 ^ 7 f^ ‘♦R^ 4)1 

U-Wliq ’ft f^j^IT 11 


vJ t cftdlijif l ticH ft ^Piy f^»c^qu | 4ft ai^qcWffl ^ ^R®1 UWlRd ^ '(jf^a 4ft 

ynft 4Tcft 3lfftR4d 3114 ftt mRhiRIcI ^ 4ft 11 \^<1lftj 4?^ <1dl4i 44T t, 3RI cf^dc^ 

^PIH #4T3ft ^ 4^ ft pv^j^dT 44FJ WTT y?^cdD ft ^3WfR ff^ 4ft 4FT 4n 3TltlR4tli 

^ct>d i I efftdd fttfy 4^ !J4c^ ftyraft ^ 4^ cfftdci 4ft W4rr ^ sn^iN tR WRti 

^inft tl yfttftail^'ft'icl ft 314ft 4W4 ^ ^af4 ft 4ftt ^^PTcT ^ 4tt ft^ t, ^34^411 

5 ^ 44l ^ "ff^ft ft 44 4W4 3I^HlRd ^ 441 11 

(XLV). fthpT 3I4WT ft, vl1^feH^^^^ 4^ WTP4 4^Tft ^ 44Tfti 44 1.25 ^ 3TT4ftftd 4^^dT 11 

314. K^t^tantfttyci ft ft3RT4 y^rft 4ft 4^ "ft IMWr ft 4W4 fft^yi t 4ftRp^ 4?^^ 

3ft^ into 4^ft47 WTP4 4)ftdft ^ 1ft?14 W1 44Rt 44 4^ ^ 3TT4ftftd c6^ 11 


viM^H>j|j i ch'i^dft ^ iftfto 44 fftqRin 2005 i> iR[^ R?iiRrlvit ^ 5 . 7.3 ft ?TTfft?i fft^»j| 

^ 4nf^ t 3lt^ 4ffto^ <*,',idft ^ ftSRWT 4ft W4F4 <toft 4ft 4^ "ft 4^^, ^41 

V^cft 3 l l ttft^jd ^ ytoftcT tor w t, PltliRd 4 ti fto «n Tf 4 rdl | into 4 ift 4 ft c^ Rm 
ft^R'n ^ fft^RT ^ ^T4^ ft, 4?ft vif^Q^d 44Rft yfl^tant^Kjcl 44 M'WN 31^fttRd 4# 1^)41 
44 T 11 

(xLvi). » ! i[c 4 ) fft ! <Hp l 4yft ^ ^ 2 . 18.2 ^ 314[^TR, ^44t4dT3ft ^ ftclfftd '^daid/uft^l^ift^^ j4^1 Mftd 

414# ^ 45Tc44) 64M ^ 'Hft'i^d UWlfftd ^<4# 4R^ ^ t45 4ft ITtlRm H^F ^€1R 4V 

14.75 yfcRTd 4141 2 ufcl^ld 4ft 4?lift ^ 'H^lWd RH4I 441 11 
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<iW! ^ 
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11 . mRuihw'ct, ^ gjRint 3fr? ^ stietr ^r, ^ mf6r4RUT 4 ot wflf^ci 

^?JTH 3T^»ftft?T WT t lU ^ ^ W # I 

12.1. ^ 3R^ II^ 3n^ ^ 3?1§RJxRT ^ 30 ^ ^ m 

^ viTT^ cTq> 'Jll^l qn f^RTT f I 'tf 4 £T ^ 4 cTRn ^RTT t q^Jc^ 

cR q5t ^ ^ ^ RiiiiR^^ff q>T arffR^rr ^ <i?r ^ wm ^ q^q^i 

Ffl 3TcT: ^ uif^q)'<wi *^|y|«;i q>t ^RqjR gRT ^ M5^ct^ R?llPi^?l tilf^n uii^ fTqj uii^l ^ viTlcTl^TT^tfl'^ 
^ 3R[^ gjt 'f4)tf)i'( <f><^ git R^fri ^ ^1 

2005 ^ q^ R ! ^hP | ^ ! ^ | )' ^ ^ 3.2.8 ^ ^ ^ ^mffc/Sl^^TTltrrl qvfpf tTuT^^ ^fl^RJIFTl ^ 

^ 30 M q?t ^fjif^ ^ qrq ^ ^ ^ ^ 3wn czmw rpRtSt q^p^5 an^i q n^ifj 

^ 'cjRirHfed ^ q?t yTRft 11 3TT^ ^ q^f^R 30 q>T Rq R^fllPl^VTl gRI .#mi4 ^Hcnqf^ 

^ 11 ^ q?Icq) 3TT^ ^ qjiqf^'R ^ feqRS Rq §, qifenhTTJf q^ 3R Rq 

#qT WRcT ^ ^RcTT 11 ii^4*ld ^ ’ft qilitqR^ ^ Rq 30 ^ q^ tol 11 ^7 f^qR qR^ gV! 

qTJeqj q^t ^ElcTT 31 2011 tI qF^ t\ wm ^ ^ ^ Tmtf^ gwi afR ^ ’IRq ^ 

^Tjiqq 3Tf^Rj^RT q^t ai'n<si ^ i5 q^t TRnf^ ^ qrq q*Tr4t sVfl 31 f^^H«R 2014 ?Tqj rt^t 1 f|jqi 
"HTTr ^r^qtqq ^2 rt^ ^k ^^cT: ^ ttkrt ^-qTFprr ^ ciq? qrf^fqR^ gRT w\ ^ f^wiRd t%qi 

qum 11 

12 . 2 . yft^fen# 4 ^ ^ 'qRB q^ 31 f^ 7 if«R 2011 ^ wffe gRiq ^ qn^iRR q^ qrflTg 

qq’ f^'wiRa q^t qrfi qfRft 1 

12 . 3 . yiRlq>'<“l ^ 2012 tI 2014 ^ ^r^Rt q^ f^?qi^ f^RTT 11 ^sqq qq^ qRqf^ q5i4Pl^fR f>R?ff q^ 
qqjF ^ ^ qr^ 3iRlRqri srf^T^, qf^ b 1, q^ spTcft TPTtsfT 2005 ^ qqj^ f^TTiRr^Tit ^ 7^ 2.13 ^ qjqyHf 

gRT qyif^ tor qTTRTi 

12.4 qft^l^n^’iftqoT qq qf^qicfq) gRf ilRci Tj^pfr q7 f^qqRT qR^ ^ 3ft7 ^ qsTf 7q^ ’rpti 

aT^qpTl ^ 3mjR q7 RmiRcf %qT w 1 1 qilSq^ q^, '41 ttr, Rfutl^ q?]oqj %T?n mf^ ql7iq 

^ enrnr 1qrerf^ Rt# gf^qiRcr sr^Tnqf ^ qjrft i^R t tift q7 tt^-ci ^ f^arq t eft 
qif^rqROT ^ ar^aq 75^ q? stt^ q?^ qff TTifiarr c^ f^ ttr tt qF^ iRTTiq qrfeR q?^ 3il7 

• ffl frf fe rcT q?!^ 4 ^ t^RTrrsff ^ q>R^ ^ qr^ qn%f ^ q^ toiRrtqfr ^ 3rg7n7 Riqtf^ l^r 

TJnRTi 

13. FT? jm qM 3l l ^41^d ^ ^ q^ ^ t 1% RfrqElt ^TsITTR q^ q^ T?qTP^ ^ 60 ^ 

qte ^ 3fR q) l 4Pltq i qH Rq)^ FT? qrRlqRTFT qjT ^ TSTiq I qR yf1^l44lVicH RRfe OTTTqf^ ^ i11?R ^tIi vju ii 

qRqi^ 4 f^W 7 F^ t Hi ylRift^ ^ tfq^ ^ qR^Tl ^ %lffl H i\^ 

qrteriq uMaii^iJI^jd ^ q^g^qj q51 ^ 3R11 31 I 7 ^ 7hi4cji^ 1 fttt^ srdTqr, Rrctt qn f^qui iH 

TnqR H?jc<r) 3iq|^ qit triRt qr srtc^ ttRr TT^tarr ttr Itrt qTTRT sfR ^fclRcm 3rf^?1q qq rrHupi 
-3FT^ w ^ R^itRcT fcfjq viTT^ qi^ q^ ^ ^ 2005 ^ q^ R^fiRf^fl ii 3t^ttr Rr qmR i 


■Rt 'i^m, 3?«T^ 
[feiR 111/4/143/11/3RTT.] 
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fp*i*re sflifttn} 


IW] fifflH ^ 
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^ gpl=»^ iftgr gn<c 

q4 7«n» mi 4 uWlaijfl^w ♦ tpi#ww^ *1 ftrtw 


[Part in—S ec. 4] 


• I 

(9 iinl4) 


»10 


151803^1 379608 


15180341 15598791 18911051 1885801 


53359 68 1 3339 9 4 36123.951 * 8165 . 2 ^ 55207 681 62624 51 1 60650 85 

0 00 0 00 0-00 _ 0 ^_ 93 44 45 60 

M3S9.^ 13338.8^ 38123.95 4818S.2« 55301.1 ol 62620 92 


766 60 


5428 19 


3142 33 


3234.26 


478.71 


363.63 


1483.98 


14800.70 


527.36 


4085.23 


2493.44 


378.27 


288.54 


1172.74 


11461.29 


5633.2 


3517.41 


3496. 


533.61 


407 . 


1641.8 


3344 43 


352 82 


223.41 


2807.35 


373.99 


236.81 


1300.00 


12038 851 15172.551 14620 SO 


12453.321 3312.83 9938.671 12380.631 10687 48 | 11348 . 48 | 12167 68 


cMi 






TriOnn «IW4 (M - (HI -(IH>-(tV) 


i p wwt f WR (VI) ♦ (VH) 


Oil tm 0 ^ aWlw (V) ♦ (IflH) 




M f 'd ' A ^ [*< 


(IX)-(XI 


XJii ina R ^ aio nv 


EZli 


3023 281 


4765 71 


205 00 


7883.99! 


18011.671 


0.00 


8.0 


0.00 


19011.671 


103111.741 


16497.881 


799 661 2398 97 


1260 531 3781 59 


153 75 


8334 31 


Cl 


4085.161 8369.66 


o.ool 


0.00 


4095.1^ B3B9.8G 


23118 531 69355 60 


3698 961 11096 90 


1513.791 386.201 -2767.22 


0.00 


1513.791 396.2 


2682.25 

2816.80 

3109 801 

3714.73 

4080.18 

4414 7 l ' 

205.00 

205.00 

205 00 

8661.98 

7181.90 

7729 51 


25971.6 


0.001 


6.00 


10460.481 25971.69 


95813.15 


12904921 ^ 5490.10 


2143 . 03 | 2857.3 


412. 


29383.911 26178.7 


0.00 


0.001 8.80 


29303.911 26178.76 


91173.671 80368.13 


14587.791 12858.90 


10461.591 14715.121 13319.85 


msm\ 
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iWiMi tftw viy^ (iMbn^4t^) 

Wt cflfsw 1^ ft(? irtffco Hmn itni ^ ww thw 


' B^P*» PTt <n 


af^sp'ra • II 

C#D 4) 

ri^^TT'^pfTwrrsri 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : -EX TRAORDINARY _ [Pact III— Sec. 4] 

1 . 

1 . 1 . ' vfiSlanf' 3mT ^ I 

12 '*51^1^ ^ 5kt ^ ^ c!^ cn^^fT ^ic^r ^hrct ^ 

^ 3150^ ^ ^ ^ M 31^ 3??M WT ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ePW ^ 

%i ftnri 

1.3. ‘I ^^^M II ^i ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ I 

1.4. '' 4)Am< ” ^ 3[2j an^TT^raff wit ^ MRqen afR ^ v3m<^ 4^ mpR^ci ^ 

^ ^4i|^ aft^ <}7^Hy ^ ^ su'd Rime ^TT^ ^ 51*1 dT 5l*Tl I 

1.5. »nr' ^ 3l%ra ^ ^ t ^ ^ W-^ ^ ^ 

0Mll ^1 

1 .6. "W 4>dH< ^ % '^’ ^ ari^IyR ^ ^ t fyRT^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ 'HVRld wft ^1 

1 . 7 . araft" ^ 3Tf^ ^ amtiJ ^ t Rrf# ^ 

^ ^T^Roj a>t 3T^[*# uTTcft # aft^ ^ 31^1^ 3?™?r fWt afk eR*1cl ^ 

aiyxJMH—Rq’dt ^ aiRRqa BWt I 

1.8. "viflfe»njj4 ^ arl^mra 3ntc!^ ^ 3i#i vjilfe^i^yl w ^ ^ 11 

1.9. "aifiT airaPfl^ (afl#^' ^ aif^mro ^ an^ ^ arte aif^ an^i^lq 

cH^ ^ i f^RT^ ^ fefRT. Tta^HT, {^{^C*\ #T anf^ ^ 3TW ^ tj 

(^ ^ ^ 'flfic!) 3jk felf^ ^ .a5t 3T^«TT tTT^ 

aif^ aimii^q ^ f! 

1.10. "MttH" aisif^ vritll^'iHIcH 

1.11. "IR?ttH *l*^H't ” ^ aif^l^n^ y^WrlcT ^ t yfl d|!?iqN 'HIHn'I ^ ^ %^IT 

i afk crmpi ^ R\Jicfi aiFj}^ ^ anerr i i 

1.12. "3n^#ll" aiaif^ amM^ I 

1.13. "irfcT ftT' 3iajtcT u% srarefT ^3^ m I 

1.14. "aiWRr 3iart^ ;Ttp qt^ ^ qqr, ^^t€l3TT^ ^ %aT aik aia^^ ^ ^ 

sfT?^ ^ arpjT ^ I 

1.15. '“M?! 3farttT ararar ^ iittiPiT m\. 3^^l^t3^^ ^ ^ afk RPi^^ ^ ^ 

oTT^T I 
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[tnn HI—Tsnng 4] ’fTiw ^ TITO : 


1.16. 'Vlnid^«t tPT ^ ^ t Vjftf% sffel ^if^cl i^lcT ^ ^cHTT vTIrTT t 

ar^ wi ^ tflrT c^ ^ ^mri t i 

1 . 17 . ‘‘ifc arose gjTart^nnq ^ ^ t ^ &m w 

^ ePh^ ^ iprm t 3lk M grR^ ^ ^ ^ 

1 . 18 . '*!Mx ^ eiPlTT amtcT ytcT ^ f^TiicT ePte ^ yrcn yr^ 

^ l^lidcT ^ ^ yicH afk et^ ^ femi vm^ yr^ cfe^ 

1 . 19 . 'Tfl#K' 3 i«itcT ^ anwr ti^ i 

1 .20. 'Tflaiii{yif4" arajfcT ^ y?w?f 

II. ^ aftr ^ ten? imR effroi ^ Tnow 

^p^5rjj 5 ^pit ^ in»i^ ^ ^ 1^ f^if^ ?n55ff/xM ^ awin' iPTiff 5 ttt ^ 

^- 

^ 1 - Tiift TTRTW aftr yTftfH ^ foi^ irnir 


w, wr ^ TPi w^^T ^ fy yreWH % in^/in# t mm 


ftm 

ft^VFITf (HRrfty Mlri) 

(RiT?ftii «mii) 

Qi<\ ^an 



20' 

1,538.54 

923.12 

40' 

2,307.81 

1,384.69 

40' ^ 

3,077.08 

1,846.25 




20' 

1.538.54 

923.12 

40' 

2,307.81 

1,384.69 

40' ^ arto 

3,077.08 

1,846.25 

^c4t 



20' 

1.242.67 

745.60 

40' 

1,864.00 

1,118.40 

40. aTf^J<P 

2,485.33 

1,491.20 


Tj. ini ^ ^ ini - ani?M ^ 



{nrnftii toO 

citffii TiMin) 

(hc:i afR ^yioff) 



20' 

769.27 


40’ 

1,153.91 

- 

40 arf^lyj 

1,538.54 

- 


IT. ini % ^ 


Rqx"! 

R^sfMri^ ('HRdly «mii) 

d<^^y (HKtfly ^in) 

d«il g,3TT 

b 


20' 

236.70 

■ - 

40' 

355.05 

- 

40' arf^tyj 

47i40 

- 




20' 

236.70 

- 
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[Part ID— Sbc. 4' 



40 


40' ^ 




(^muy i: ^ f, ^ ^ vjf^Ran ^ ^ 31^ ^ 3IT^ t 

^ 2 - wTt ‘?ldld<"I ^ 1^ WN 


(RNiftq ^nr^ri) 


H?r I.5TT 

20 ' _ 

40' _ 

40' ^ 

<511^ 

20 ' __ 

40' _ 

40^ ^ 


1.775.24 

1.065.14 

2.662.86 

1,597,72 

3.550.48 

2,130.^ 

1,538.54 

^ 923.12 

2,307.81 

1,384.69 

3.077.08 

1.846.25 


sit ^ wi * toil ^ pn ^ 

Tiirai t. liRiftTOT ^ 31^ 'iBTO ^ ^ afk Timp?i WOT « wi ^ oti «mrm sm 

w c^r^PiEitf^ ^r»TR ^1 


^ 3 - ^ ^ IcR IWR 

iRtH ^ ^ ^Wtfm ^ ^ 


20 


40 


40 ^ 3Tfe t?3 


20 ' 


40' 


40' ^ 3Tte 


fcR^ 

20 ' 

40' 

40' 3l1^ 



1,923.18 


2,88476 


3.846.35 


1,923.18 


2,88476 


3.846.35 


2,219.05 

3.328.57 

4.438.10 




1.153.91 


1,730.86 


2,307.81 


1,153.91 


1.730.86 


2,307.81 


1,331.43 

1.997.14 

2.662.86 


^ an<^ ^ 


3TlWf^ 


20 ' 


40' 


40 ^ 



887.62 


1,331.43 


1 , 775.24 
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^ 4 “ ^ a# wiT ^ iwR 


V. #f VI v^ ^ wcWH % v4 




3.077.10 


4.615.60 


6,154.20 


20 ' 


40' 


40' 




20 ' 


40' 


40' % Site 


2,485.33 


3,728.00 


4,970.67 




(*iT^ wii) 



20 

1,538.54 

40' 

2,307.81 

40' ^ 

3,077.08 


20' 

1,538.54 

40' 

2.307.81 

40' ^ 

3,077.08 




3.077.10 

1,846.40 

4,615.62 

2,769.70 

6.154.20 

3,692.90 


1,846 40 


2.769.70 


3,692.90 


3,077.10 

1,846 40 

4.615.65 

2,769 70 

6,154.20 

3,692 90 


1,491.20 


2,236.80 


2,982.40 



% ^ ^ 5 ^ 


















































































the gazette of INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY [Part IH— Sec. 4] 


40' 

710.10 

- 

40' % 

946.79 

- 


^ S ~ ^ ^ 


tTOH ^flcRi ^^oRT (smR yfir 


ft^Rwr 



V, ^ firoo? HR ^ ^rar RRTT f 

36.56 

1.016.24 

HI, ^ 

14.62 

406.49 


^ yTTcTT "t, ^ M6tci^ ^TTl^ ^ 3n^?T eVli I 


ijt5r ii ift?!? ^ wHTcRoi (af^r ^ 


V. ^ ^ wnicix'^i 



^ {ai4R4?l -sidy) 



12.19 

338.75 

vJik 4t.^. 40' 

18.28 

508.04 

3j1y 4t.^. 40 ^ 3Tt^ 

24.37 

677.49 





hI«i '^«x) 

‘Itef 'b'^4l) 


48.74 

1354.98 


73,12 

2032.47 

afR A^. 40' ^ arte 

97.49 

2709.96 


^ 7 - ?IS 3ira^ 


^ y!53fR^Tn*R 

[^^5{PI|4I ^RT («^Rq») sfld'i) 

ci^Ih 4Ici (^nytftH wn) 


24.37 

1129.15 

mm i; i ukk i Mi i k« 

36.56 

1693.73 

i!M)'{^l^<H afty 4t.^. 40 ^ arl^ 

48.74 

2258.30 

^ yR3iraC q»iH^ ^ 

R4^Mii4t 41 ?t («trtRq?l ^tey) 

wn) 

afty 41.^. 20 ' 

887.62 

887.62 

^i^)'^^)^,'d ajty A.-^. 40' 

1.331.43 

1,331.43 

i^ii>41kjd arty 4t.^. 40' A ail^^ 

1.775.24 

1,775.24 


ftoRft viM4<Ri anvfe irr ^ ^ - i. ^ ^sncn t 2. ^ qtcT ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ HIHI4»5! aR ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^JncIT 11 
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[«M in—Tsni5 4] ^ TTiRjr : 


^ 8 - iRft^RT 3!^4VH«I a(k 


l^4'<"^l 


^(€m 4t?T (m?(frii 

ait? 4t 5 20 

2 43 

112.58 


3.65 

168.87 

^it)^v>d afk to 40' ^ aite 

4.86 

225.16 


fe^: 1. viM^w ^mR 4 ^ ^ f i 

2. ^ iT^ 3jRiRcw WR TRto ^ ^ ^ rpI, ^ i 

3. viM^w ^ ararar ^srn y?Mi 3ik ^ 

^ f I 

^ 9 - 3RI 

f^tfteiWf 3i«raT 3p^ Hifion ^ ^ ^ w wFirnwr. 3it^ ^ 5 ^ ^ 

^ SI^Rff cRl^ 


toRT 

'HRdl4 Will 

kl^j^^kjd 20 

1,005.97 

40' 

1,508.95 

's'ii?'i^1^ci 40' ^ alto 

2.011.94 

to. 20' 

1,005.97 

4f.S. 40' 

1,508.95 

4f.^. 40' ^ aito 

2,011.94 


gp?i ^ ^ sr^cM, M, t%fcT ait? Ptchi^ wr? aft? to aM ^ an^?M ?TTto 1 1 

Pi^wq awqr ^ sTM tot ap^i ntor ^ to ^ ^ 45t ?^to ^ to 

arfctto to am? 


f^‘i'i“i 

'HKto Will 

20 ' 

118.35 


177.52 

BESigEgaEgigB^^^^^^M 

236.70 

4t.^. 20' 

118.35 

ifr.s. 40' 

177.52 

ifr.5. 40' i\ aito 

236.70 


tor eRTHT/cTto 


toM 

■HH^il Will 

«llci(.4 ytti?! elONI 

800.00 

>!fld 

111.44 


II. cff^ f^RT ^ MS'W’l 




20’ 

48.74 

40' 

73.12 

40' aito 

97.49 
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^ aifef^ fc!^ ^ ^! yf?rifer 

^ OT ^icRi \pm yfci wj ^ 

(^ ^ ^tcFTT y*IR ^ ^ U^fcR ^ 1^ cTPJ^ t 6iH 

^ ofHT ^ (aiaih^ lan^) 3fk ^ 5T? <aW^T ?ntjT 
^ Rb<4i vjitai ^ l) 

Hf. ^ arpjl^ ^ ftp? OTN yft ’fHJ’P ^ ^ ^ 

«te 10 “ ftw ^FTO WR 


5«Pl 3 


I 20 '_ 

! 20' ^ 


















P*ART ni—S bC. 4] 


55,720.00 

557.20 


101.97 












[«7m III—^g^4] 


«TR?T ^ wra : arawRq 




20 


20' ^ 3Tf^ 


40' ^ 3#Jp 


20 ' 


20' ^ ^TT> 


40 "H 


11-15 


20 ' 


20' ^ Site 


40' ^ 3Tte 


IB-30 


20 


20 


40 ') Slf^^ 


vRR* ^ 


20 ' 


20' ^1 Site 


3.38 


6.76 


10.14 


6.76 


13.52 


20.28 



40' -O STitfcP 


TO 


20 ' 


20' ^ arte: 


40' ^ 3Tte> 




3.85 


7.69 


11.54 





20 


20 ' arte 


40' ariij^ 


TO 


20 ' 


20' arf^ 


40' ^ arte 


7.69 


15.39 


23.08 


156.59 


313.19 


469.78 


6.76 

313.19 

13.52 

626.38 

20.28 

-:- K -—T"- —fiC—t -?v—^- 

939.57 



3.38 

156.59 

6.76 

313.19 

10.14 

469.78 


313.19 


626.38 


939.57 



1.93 

89.22 

3.85 

178.43 

5.78 

267.65 


178.43 


356.40 


534.60 


20' ^ 3?te> 

3.85 

178 43 

40 ^ aif^lcf) 

5.78 

267.65 


* 3.85 

178.43 

7.69 

356.40 

•11.54 

534.60 


356.40 


712.81 


1.069.21 
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1. ^ ^ v3cRt^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 4?l 

cTl^ cT4> M uIFpft fWl 3m4>m f 1 

2 term fte?l (te ^ cTte) ^ ^ ^ w te t, ^ io ^ ^ w 

l^tel te ^ ^ ^ ^ #ni ^ ^ te ^ amim/teT 

^ Tin^i ^Iciicim w MR*iif^ ^ ^r^fi f^ratci/airam 

cn^ ter uiTWI ^ ^TtcTTcrm ^ ^n ^\k'\\ \ 

3. M^ci i ciy ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ f, ’Tsrm ^ ^'tj^ ^ ^pfr^Fi ^ ^ 

3?^ ^ I ^ 3<(r i Rcm wpifOT irr^ ^ cteM mi ^ 

^ i^ cn^?!^ I 

4. WTt^^naff ^ ^ 3T^ ^ 'H-dK'JI ^THR 3RT ^ ^ 1^ viM<4lq^l>iTt ^ 31^;^ 

5. imm arPiRT teR ^ ^ ^ te ^ ow ^ ^ ^ f. tei imm 3?™ rf; 

31^ ^ I 





W ^ wm : araWRtri 


57 


t«im nMTO 41 

6 7T^3TF53 ^ ^ ^ ^ 3FT^ ^ qf^cHf^cl ^ ^ ?TU3TBe 

^5n?TT f i\ ?r^ I 

7. (i). yflfe^ ^ WT WR WTT^ ^ ^ 1.25 'T;^ ^ I 

(ii), '3ff^ \j)tir^ 3it^ aipn^ «f>^^ ^ 'Hh^j y’lR cfT^ ^ bW i 

8. mRc^<W ^j^/q\cTcfRrcf5 Wlte ^ Wm f%^=Tfer%^ ?mt t 31tJ^ ferf^ 

irfWfT ^ cf5^ aramr v3cri^ ^ cit^ ^ 75 ?r?5, ^ i\, 

^:- 

(i) . iiWt 1^ ^ wi ^Rtoft ^ ^ 11 

(ii) . Tlf^ ^ ^RtZIFT q5f ^ ^ ^ Wf CF^ t cfr CF^ ty^/^3F^3i1 ^ ?tH ^ 

3I?ft?T ^ ^ ^ ^ffWT t %, 

(g>). WT ^j^ft t ^ cF^ ^fRBTT yrw ^ tfft 3fR grT?T c^ M wr 

F^ c^'fl; 3it? 

(^g). WT ^ ^ werr ^ ^ tr^ cfft! afR m wr wm 

3r^ ^ 5 ^ ^ I 

(Hi), T?^/W5^3ft aflwRwt? ^ 3fR qRqF^ m\ ^ ^ erpm ^ 

tfR^I 3T^ ^ tFrJ^ ^ cF^^ ^ cR cT^ 

Rjql 'Jticil '{^Hl clRF obi'll ?3Tcft ^557^ ^ RlR^I dl^'l'l FT7T viTTifr cFI'{cil^'41 

4 ^ Ii 

(iv). 'jTFT a>^'i'( wI^RFtRjTI FT7T cF«3t ^ Rfj ^/WcF «R17rr uTM I 3^R 75 ^ 

Riutf)?l ^ ’^IcR ?3Tc^ ^ ^ TRFcn cfr WT7 wft ^ ^ ^ 

^ f^ cTT^ F*r^ ■'^HlVt FT iRT^ cHF^ yf^T^ STt^T^nR^cfF’ ^73^ 3^7 

3fR TRTTTI ^ pIT^TcT '^F^ ?57i^ 7|*ti ST^^TI, <t>«ji ^ fei^ TTtJ/«ifeRF «HI^ ^ tF^'1'( cll$'l/TT^Rcfl 

FW ^cfR i\ FCT5FR ■'{ftHTqc^ ^ fii^ c^ yTRIT yTIW afR vJTf ^f ^ 

F^ ^ ^ ^ ofTfJ^ #Tr TT^TT^ Ft WPTTI 

9. #T 45t IRWcT, vSTFTvjRFft HFlPl’^ftF FT?T FTT^ mwrs FITT W ^ ^ ^7^ ^ 

TratviHt ^ ' dcitil'' 3rSTcIT “[^(^^I'K*?) " TFT ^ FTTt^ cpftqJTOT c^ RfOftnq? cFTFF FKI 31R cFThI 'q^t 

13^ ararai fttw ^ ^ 1^ ^ uT'hPivf ^ Ftmi 

10 . (i). 3T^lf^ #5R TFT ^ ^J^TfcrfJfcT ^f^-7T«fim VPWl TTH^PeT ’TTTctt^ TF^ cTTp ynTj^t 1 F^ 

JRfluTd ^ f^, (STFOTfT aj^^vl' ^ TTFT^ ^) tRrFT #T13Tt ^ ^ c^ TT^ ^ cTlfl^ ^ sfR {RwfcT 
^ d^NcI qf^77 ^ cF^ ^ 3TTTO ^ cTT^ ^ «nvjn7 ?g^ ^ (htt^ 

RuT^ 1^), ■JTTTcft^ ^ 3T^ fTTc^ TTF^ 3)23^ 3T^ TF^ujRtcF ait^T ^ tit FT7T 

3Tf&^5f^ yft TW-TFT^ RiTTT yTTcTT I) FTpR ^Jp^TcT^fcT fl^TITt ‘JfTTcfrq T^Ttt ^ ifF^ 

yTT^ i ^ yflTjtt I 

(ii). 7T^ cT^ cFT^/gj-^Htf, Zm ^ F^, ^ ^ 7#cT tt3fRpT, cttF 3ra7EF 3fr7 pft? 

^ScFlsft ^ cFFff/'4f^T7 TRif^ W7 711'HR tFT^/cF^ TfiffeT 53^ ^ 60 yfr|!^ld 7l 
3d^ Ft^ tTlfl^l 

11. (i), vB^TSto ^ ffHR ^ fclel'Rd "37 F^ ^ 3T2tRT aTTTT 3TF1 «fj7^ Ft^lT I 

FTtt TTO, ytt^t3ntttT?cf RcTRcT ^ T'FTcH'cF STTyT 3T^ FtFT I 

(il). Sqr^ ^ ^ 16.75 Tlf^ ?Wti FFlWtF aJT^ yMsut^t^fpl 3fr7 TWttcffnstt ttdt ^ W{\’\ 
TiFT ^ cTT^ ImrI y1tcil3n|4tTer ^ ^ RcR ^ x}^ Ft^ ^ cTTtRg ^ 3<arc|[ 


^/Cf C^''/rz . - ^ 
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^ HIK1 ^ ^ ’ft ^ ft 20 ^ j 

^ ft vjftcfUiij^ftk ^ OT fftei ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

f^Rdl tm I ^mrfft. ^ 9TW1 ^ wft ft erp[^ ^ #n ^ ^ 3ilmw 

1963 ft q5>n ^ yP^T ^ ^ tel ^iimT t 3ik/3lsigT ^ ft 

M arfft’T ’fmpi ffti^lRa ter uii^i ^ i 

12 ^3rai^tftf^y^ft^^ftt?!t^^ny^ft3im^ ft 30 ft ^ ^ 

Wftci Tiftten ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^nciR ^FiftkiT ft wi ^ ft ft^ ft 

Tflft ^ ft yflWI 


<!WI^ INifti«lf- 

1. ^ 3nft^ vTT^ ^ ft ^rfftcjj ft T^ WR 3T^ ^ cfj^ #t I 

2 cP^ ft 20 ftfe ft 3 TajyT cra^ ft ft wyW'^ ft mR'iPih ffty 'Jii'fft I 

3. ;3y^ ^fiftfftKT y’Tift ft fftH i ^f^d cicy ftft ft^ f^T^^yftpT. wTicPFi ft^ yy ^tch 

ft^nft' 3^7 wft ft ^3R 'HR y^ yf^y?y ^nfft^ f 1 

4 , 3 TrafR ft fftpift 1 ^^ fftfty ^ 3121^ ^ ^ t. ^n 

^ yy ffty 1 ^n^yr 1 ftft y^ftyft ft w 3ft’? fftfty feyr^ftf ftt aiftw yrft fftftl 3 t^ yyjR 

ft ^iifftcf ^tft I 

5 yftty fttey y^ ’TRftty y?yy ftt 3 ?^ ftcrm^ ft awyr fftcftyy: ft ^3^Rft yrft fftftfti ftcr 

ft fttr? ft fftft^mrftr fty ft ftcmT?y y’lR yy so yf^ sfr^ nftly ftftt ft 1^ ^ 

yy 50 yfft^Ri y^ ^jyr ynyyr i 

6 yf^ ftn ftt ck: giMf^ ftt ai^yc^ aaiyr ft yy?^ amyr uft^ m anft«| 

spy yyrft ft ^?<y t m ftm ft fftfto ftt aiyjft ft ftt fty ysi 

fft'^ryi y’TRt ft ?Ry5«i trs ftttftaift w\ ftt umpft i 

wi ^ 3fft^ ft 1^ yK*J? ^ ^ ^yftfty 3 i^ ffty yyft ft wi 
ftt Wft ft y^ ^1 


7. 
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TARIFF AUVHOR3TY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

Mumba the 31st January, 2012 

No. TAMP/48/201 1-GTIPL.—fr exercise of the powers conferred by Section 48 of the 
Msyor Port Trusts Act, 1963 (30 of 1963), :^ie Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby disposes of the 
proposal received from the Gateway Terminals India Private Limited for genera! revision of its Scale 
of Rates as in the Order appendeu nereto. 

TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
No. TAM IV48/2011-6TIPL 

Gateway Terminals India Private Limited .... Applicant 

0^tDER 

(Passed on this 19th (lay of January, 2012) 

e 

This case r»?lates to a proposal rec4*ived from the Gateway Terminals India Private 
Limited (GTIPL) for general revision of its Scale of Rates 

2.1. The tariff of GTIPL, a BOT operator at Jawaharlal Nehru Port Trust (JNPT), was 
last fixed vide this Authority’s Order dated 3 March 2010 with a validity period til! 31 Deceinber 
2011. In the said Order, thl^ Authority had effected an across the board reduction of 10% from 1 
April 2010, 

2.2. Subsequently, with reference Ip an application filed by GTIPL for review of the 
tariff Order dated 3 March V010, this Authority passed an Oraer dated 3 Noverhber 2010 disposing 
the said review application In the said Order, the tariff reduction of 10% and the validity of the 
Scale of Rates till 31 December 2011 which was decided vide Order dated 3 March 2010 were 
maintained. 

3 1 Since the tarjtf validity for the GTIPL expireO' on 31 December 2011, the GTIPL 

was required to submit its proposal for revision of its tariff by 30 June 2011. The GTIPL vide Its 
letter dated 29 June 2011 express* d difficulties and requested this Authority to extend the time 
(imit for submission of its proposal by six months i.e. till 1 January 2012, instead of 30 June 2011. 

3.2. The request made by GTiPL VJias considered and time upto 

30 September 2011 to file its proposal was allowed, in line with the stipulation made at Clause 
3.1.3 of the tariff guidelines of 2005. 

4.1. In this backdrop, the GTIPL under cover of its letter dated 

30 September 2011 has filed its proposal. The main points as seen fnim the cost statements 
forming part of the proposal of GTIPL are summarized below; 

(i) . The review is for a period of three years from 1 January 2012 to 

31 December 2014. 

(ii) . The tariff proposal has been prepared in accordance with the 2005 tariff guidelines 

read with 2008 upfront tariff guidelines. 

(lii). The traffic figures furnished by GTIPL are as follows; 


Year 

Traffic (in TEUs) 

2009 (Actual) 

1559879 

2010 (Actual) 

1891105 

2011 (Actual) 

1800000 

2012 (Estimates) 

1395030 

2013 (Estimates) 

1395030 

2014 (Estimates) 

1395030 


(iv). The actual throughput of 1559879 TEUs and 1891105 TEUs during the years 
2009 and 2010 are higher than the minimum guaranteed traffic of 1200000 TEUs 
and 1300000 TEUs in foe sixth and seventh year of operations, as per the Licence 
Agreement. 
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Ihe traffic figures for the years 2012 to 2014 are seen to have been restricted to 
the oDtimal quay capacity of the terrnlnal which has been calculated following the 
fomujla prescribed in the upfront tariff guidelines of 2008 The G^PL has 
determined the optimal quay capacity of the terminal as 1395030 TEUs and 
optimal yard capacity at 1534638 TEUs. Thus, the optimal capacity of the terminal 
is 1395030 TEUs (being lower of the quay and yard capacity). 

The average quay crane productivity reported for the year 2010 is 30 moves per 
hour. Further, as staled by GTIPL. if has been sucoessfol in keeping safe the 
environment with zero number of fatalities in its past operations. 

Royalty payment made by GTIPL to JNPT does not appear to have been factored 
as cost for the purpose of tariff fixation. 

The GTIPL has furnished the capital employed details for the past years 2009 to 

2011 and considered capital cost for the normative level of assets for the years 

2012 to 2014. 

The financial position as reflected in the Cost statements furnished by GTIPL is as 
follows: 


Particulars 

Traffic (in TEUs) _ 

Operating Income 

Operating 

Expenditure _ 

Depreciation 

Overheads 

ROCE (permitted) 

Surplus/ Deficit 

Normative 

Revenue _ 

Net Surplus/ 

Deficit 

Net Surplus/ 

Deficit as % of 

Income _ 

Average Surplus/ 
Deficit 


Actuals 


2009 

1559879 

55526. 

48 

2010 

1891105 

63031. 

81 

2011 

1800000 

57940. 

70 

2012 

1395030 

44915. 

27 

12039. 

95 

15172. 

55 

14405. 

04 

13286. 

23 

10687. 

48 

11348. 

48 

12167 

60 

9217.5 

2 

7336.9 

6 

7186.6 

1 

7729 5 

1 

8235.3 

8 

15812. 

73 

14799. 

44 

13029. 

14 

16810. 

35 

9649.3 

6 

14524. 

73 

10608. 

53 

- 

' 

-- 


47549. 

48 

9649.3 

6 

14524 

73 

10608. 

53 

2634.2 

1 

17 38% 

23.04% 

18.31% 

-5.86% 


_ 

Estimates 

2013 

' 1395030 
44915. 
27 

14020. 

56 

9217.5 
2 

8765.6 
0 

16807. 

23 


in Lakhs) 

— 

2014 

1395030 

44915. 

27 

14795. 

53 

9217.5 
2 

9321.6 
4 

16804. 

12 


19.58% 


3895.6 

5 

-8.67% 


-8.72% 


5223.5 

4 

11.63% 


4.2. Based on the above position, the GTIPL Is seen to have generally proposed an 
across the board increase of 8.72% In the existing level of tariff. 

4 . 3 . The main changes proposed in the draft revised Scale of Rates furnished by 
GTIPL alongwith its proposal are list^ below: 

(i) . increase in the tariff of empty containers at par with the tariff of loaded containers. 

(ii) The rates prescribed for movement of containers from yard to CFS/ CFS to yard 
are proposed to be deleted, as the activity is not carried out by the terminal. 

(iii) Rates' for handling Reefer containers to be rriade at par with rates for hazardous 
containers 


(iv). Increase the rate for. 
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(a) . handling hazardous containers from the existing 1 25 times the rate of 

normal container to twice the rate for normal container. 

(b) . movement from yard Jo rail for ICD containers from the existing 1.15 times 

the rate of normal container to twice the rate for normal container. 

(c) . handling ODC containers from the existing 1.73 times the rate of normal 

container to twice the rate for normal container 

(v) . Rates for Hatchcover, Restow and shut out charges are proposed to be Increased 

to the level of rates at Nhava Sheva International Container Terminal Limited 
(NSICT). (The increase is seen to be around 29.50% increese over the existing 
level.) 

(vi) . Reefer monitoring charges are proposed to be increased to the level of rates at 

NSICT. (The increase Is seen to be around 8.70% increase over the existing 
ievei). in addition, the levy of reefer monitoring charges is proposed to be changed 
from 4 hours to per day basis, as in NSICT. 

(vii) . The rate for fixing of bottle seals is increased by 300% i.e. from the existing rate of 

«00/- to ?800/-. 

(viii). The major changes proposed In the dwell time charges are as follows: 

(a) . Free days for empty Import/ export containers are reduced from three 

days to zero to be at par with NSICT. 

(b) . Free days for ICD loaded and empty Import/ export containers are 

reduced from ten days to seven days to be at par with NSICT. 

(c) . Free days of back to town containers are reduced from three days to zero. 

(d) . A note stating that no free days for Reefer, ODC and hazardous 

containers. 

To summarise, though the GTIPL has proposed a general Increase of 8.72% in its 
proposed Scale of Rates, it is seen that GTIPL has also proposed a higher percentage of increase 
in some of the tariff items. A summary of the Items In which a higher percentage of tariff increase 
has been sought by GTIPL as seen from its Scale of rates Is tabulated below: 


SI. 

No. 

Reference to the Section 

Proposed percentage 
Increase In tariff 

1. 

Section 1A — Rate for ship to yard/ yard to ship charges for 
Normal Empty containers 

34.58% 

2. 

Section 2 - Charges for Ernotv transhloment containers 

25.43% 


Section 3A — Rate for ship to yard charges for Hazardous and 
Reefer containers (Loaded. ICD and transhloment containers! 

74% 

H 

Section 3B - Rate for yard to rail charges for Hazardous and 
Reefer containers 

88.54% 

5. 

Section 3C - Rate for yard to truck charges for Hazardous and 
Reefer containers 

74% 

6. 

Section 4 - Charges for Over dimensional transhipment and 



Empty containers 


MM 

Section 5 - Charges for Opening Hatch cover 

29.50% 

MM 

Section 6 - Charges for Restows 

29.50% 

EB 

Section 7A - Charges for Shut outs 

29.50% 

■El 

Section 8 - Charges for Reefer Monitoring & Connection 

94.28% 


Section 9C Chaiges for Fixing Seals 

300% 


5- In accordance wHh the consultation process prescribed, the proposal dated 30 

September 2011 was circulated to the JNPT and users/ user organisations for seeking their 
comments. The comments received from the users/ user organisations were forwarded to the 














THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part ni — See. 4] 


GTIPL as feedback information. The GTIPL has furnished its remarks on the comments of users/ 
user organi^tions. 

g Based on the preliminary scrutiny of the proposal,.a detailed questionnaire was 

sent to GTIPL vide our letter dated 9 November 2011 seeking additional information / clarifications 
on some points from GTIPL. After the joint hearing, the GTIPL has furnished their response vide 
letter dated 7 December 2011. A summary of the queries raised by us and the comesponding 

re plies furnished by the GTIPL is tabulated below: ---^^- - 

No. 1 Queries raised by us Reply received from GTIPL 



The tariff guidelines of March 2005 stipulate that 
tariff should be linked to benchmark levels of 
productivity. In the Form - 1, GTIPL has stated 
that the average quay crane productivity in tee 
year 2010 was 30 moves per hour. This may be 
Incorporated as a cwiditionality in the proposed 
draft Scale of Rates of GTIPL. 


GTIPL has stated teat its pricing strategy is cost 
based. GTIPL to bring out the impact of the 
anticipated improvement in performance on tee 
cost of rendering the service._ 


GTIPL has not filled up tee table at SI.No.8 of 
Form-1. GTIPL to state whether there is any 
deviation from the tariff guidelines of March 
2005 in framing the current tariff proposal In 
reference and If so, reasons therefor. 


The tariff proposal is based on the cost plus 
approach as envisaged by the 2005 TAMP 
guidelines read with TAMP order no. 
TAMP/55/2008- NSICT and TAMP/14/2008 - 
NSICT dated 19.9.2008 and 30.12.2008 
respectively. APMT Mumbai would endeavor to 
perform in tee ensuing years above the 
established norm of 25 moves per hour as 
considered by TAMP in tee above refen-ed 
order. The crane productivity is not required to 
be incorporated in the SOR._ ■ 


Anticipated improvement will result in reduction 
■n the operational costs of the vessel by reduced 
vessel turnaround time & pre berth waiting 
oenoo _ 


GTIPL tariff proposal is based on 2005 
Guidelines read with tee TAMP orders no. 
TAMP/55/2008- NSICT and TAMP/14/2008- 
NSICT on NSICT tariff revision proposal. 

It may be noted that clause 2.3 of the TAMP 
2005 Guidelines provides teat TAMP will 
normally apply uniform norms and approach 
while setting tariff for all ports. The said clause 
2.3 of tee 2005 Tariff Guidelines reads as under 
“TAMP wHI normally apply uniform norms, 
concepts, principles and approach of tariff 
setting at all ports."' 

Further Clause 1.7 of tee 2005 Tariff Guidelines 
permits TAMP to relax application of any of the 
provisions of those guidelines to a port or group 
of ports, on its own or on an application made 
before it by tee concerned parties. 

Clause 2.4.1 of 2005 TAMP Guidelines also 
mentions tee attempts to be made to evolve a 
normative approach. 

GTI and NSICT operate under the same 
regulatory regime, are subject to the same 
applicable legal framework and hence equal 
treatment ought to be afforded to parties which 
are similarly placed. 

Our tariff application is also based on tee 
prindples evolved in the previous tariff order of 
TAMP in tee matter of NSICT referred to 
hereinabove and the justifications accepted by 
TAMP while recognizing the efficiency of the 
terminal operator as provided under para 13 (ii) 
(a).(b).(c),(d) and Para 13 (iii)(d) of tee Order 









It is not clear as to the estimates for the year 
2011 consist of actuals of how many months 
during the year 2011. GTIPL to furnish the 
details. 


The GTIPL to furnish actuals for the period from 
January 2011 to October 2011, duly certified by 
a Chartered Accountant. 


Rebates and discounts, it any, over the notified 
ceiling tariff, allowed/ estimated to be allowed by 
GTIPL during the years 2009, 2010 and 2011 
may be furnished yearwise. 


The GTIPL to furnish an alternate set of cost 
statements with detailed workings for the years 
2012 to 2014, in the light of the actual/ 
estimated traffic and financial/ cost details for 
the year 2011 keeping in view the stipulations 
made in Clause 2.5.1. of the tariff guidelines of 
2005. 


no.TAMP/14/2008-NSICT dated 19 September 
2008. 

Based on above referred principles adopted by 
TAMP and the terms of the 2005 TAMP 
Guidelines, the present tariff proposal has been 
submitted without any deviation. 


The traffic and the revenue estimated are based 
on the traffic and revenue per TEU during the 
period Jan-August 2011. The traffic has been 
moderated for the ongoing QC crane repairs, 
The expenditure for the estimated traffic of 2011 
is based on the audited annual accounts for the 
year 2010 escalated by 6% for WPI as notified 

by TAMP. ___ 

The actual traffic for the period from January 
2011 to October 2011 is 1,577.335 TEUs. The 
Indian Statutory Accounts for the period January 
2011 to December 2011 will be completed and 

audited only in the year 2012 . _ 

The rebate of ?152,325,163 was given in the 
year 2009 to retain the clients during the period 
of global recession which was need of the hour. 
However, no rebates were given in the year 
2010 and 2011 after the signs of economic 
recovery. These rebates are as per the 
provision of clause no. 2.16.1 of 2005 TAMP 
guidelines. Hence, the rebates were allowed 
only due to the extra ordinary situation 
prevailing in the global trade during 2009 and to 
secure the interest of the shipping trade, hence 
this may be considered by TAMP. 

Clause 2 9 10 of 2005 TAMP Guideline 
categorically provides that the method of 
determining the designed capacity of Ports will 
be standardized. This has been done through 
the 2008 guidelines, where the committee which 
has gone on the normative cost has determined 
the optimal capacity of the terminal based on its 
physical parameters. Needless to say that 
TAMP should apply uniform norms and 
approach for calculation of optimal/design 
capacity of competing facilities in the 
Nhavasheva Port as per clause 2.3 of 2005 
guidelines, it would be incorrect to interpret 
clause 2.9.10 by considering the actual 
throughput handled by GTi as its capacity. If 
such an interpretation was followed, then the 
actual throughput would equal to capacity and 
thus the objective of the guideline to provide 
maximum permissible return for 60%capacity 
utilisatton would become tnfructuous, Based on 
above, where capacity as per norms\is lower 
than traffic estimates, capacity is considered as 
volume projections. 


! In this context it is stated that TAMP in its order 
no. TAMP/55/2008- NSICT on NSICT's rate 
revision proposal has adopted the principle that 
It will only be a reasonable approach to 
determine tariff vrith reference to standard 
capacity of the terminal instead of the actual 
volumes achieved or achievable. According to 
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TAMP an operator can handle volumes beyond 
the standard capacity by Improving effidency 
and/or by infiisinQ more capital. TAMP has also 
opined that an operator win not be pul to 
disadvantage by reduced tariff on account of 
higher volumes handled by him beyond the 
standard capacity. It Is. therefore, a better 
approach to determine tariff with reference to 
certain pre determined standards of operations 
and asset utilisation, instead of relying solely on 
the actuals of an operator. Such a normative 
approach benefits an efficient operation and at 
the same time protects the interest of the users 
by not allowing cost of inefficiency to be paswd 
on to the users in the name of actuals. Providing 
cushion for cost reduction as envisaged in 
Clause 2.4.1 may not always reward the whole 
range of efficiency, particularly the volume 
increase beyond capacity levels. TAMP has 
thus concluded that it will only be reasonable to 
adjust the existing approach to recognise the 
volume efficiency which is possible by 
considering the traffic level as per the standard 
capacity of the terminal. The standard 
capacity/level determined vide order no 
TAMP/55/2008- NSICT and TAMP/14/2008- 
NSICT on NSICT tariff revision proposal has 
been taken as the basis while formulating our 
tariff proposal. 

From para 4 of NSICT order no. 
TAMP/14/2008- NSICT it is clear that none of 
the stakeholders had any serious objections to 
the methodology adopted to determine the tariff 
in the case of NSICT order passed in Sept 
2008. The request and suggestions made in the 
consultative process were more for further 
liberalizing the approach. The revised approach 
adopted results in a wn vinn situation for both 
the operators and users. The revised approach 
encourages an operator to handle higher levels 
of volume to improve his returns. 

In view of the above facts there is no need for 
submitting alternate cost statements 


(vili). I During the proceedings relating to 

Order dated 3 March 2010 for review of the then 
existing tariff of GTIPL. the GTIPL vide its tetter 
No.GTIPL/TAMP/Tariff proposal/1 dated 14 
October 2008 calculated the projected 
throughput for the years 2009 to 2011 at the 
normative capacity of the terminal. Howewr, 
the GTIPL in its revised proposal vide its letter 
No.GTIPL/TAMP/Tariff proposal/2 dated 8 May 
2009 withdrew the normative capacity approach 
and its revised proposal dated 8 May was 
based on projected tariff as per the tanff 
guldoHnes of March 2005. >" 

proposal dated 30 Seplernber 2011 by *he 
GTIPL for review of its existing tariff, the GTIPL 
has calculated the projected throughput for foe 
years 2012 to 2014 at the reported normative 
capacity of the terminal. In this context, the 


Vide our proposal dated 14.10.2008 a rate hike 
of 21.03% was sought tiased on the normative 
capacity and ROCE on gross block assets as 
granted by TAMP to NSICT vide its order dated 
19.9.2008. TAMP vide letter dated 15.1.2009 
directed GTI to submit proposal based on 
clause 2.5.1 of 2005 TAMP guidelines. In the 
meanvyhile TAMP issued the order dated 
30.12.2008 on NSICTs rate revision proposal 
where the approach fdlowed in its interim order 
passed on NSICT tariff in Sept 2008 was 
reviewed. At Para 3 (iv) of the order dated 
30.12.2008 TAMP clarified that the interim 
approach adopted by it in NSICT case 
recognizes return on gross value of assets only 
for the purpose of determining revenue 
requirement. Relying on the aforesaid TAMP 
Order GTI submitted its revised proposal 
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GTIPL to explain the circumstances under 
which it has again resorted to follow the 
normative approach for estimation of the traffic 
for the years 2012 to 2014. 

claiming ROCE on net block. However, 
Annexure II to the said TAMP Order dated 

30.12.2008 was not put on the website along 
with the order and only put up on the website of 
the TAMP In September 2011. This Annexure 
revealed that the tariff of NSICT was fixed 
based on the Gross Block Assets. Hence, the 
present proposal has been submitted on the line 
of approach adopted by TAMP in the case of 
NSICT. 

GTI is of the opinion that TAMP should have 
adopted the same principle as was followed In 
the order of NSICT tariff revision dated 

19.9.2008 and 30.12.2008 while passing GTI’s 
tariff order in March 2010.Consistency and the 
principles of equality should be applied while 
determining the tariff of like terminals operating 
in the same area. 

(B). 

Comoarison of actuals vis-^-vIs estimates 


provided earlier: 

Clause 2.13 of the tariff guidelines requires this 
Authority to review the actual physical and 
financial performance at the end of the 
prescribed tariff validity period with reference to 
the projections relied upon at the time of fixing 
the prevailing tariff. In this context, the GTIPL 
to clarify/ furnish the following: 

(i) 

The GTIPL to furnish duly filled in Form - 7 to 
enable comparison of actuals with estimates for 
the years 2009 to 2011, alongwrth the reasons 
for variation. 

The requisite information is furnished. The 
reasons for variation are 

a) Traffic increase by 15% 

b) Better cargo mix resulting in increase in 
Revenue/TEU 

c) Cost saving Initiatives 

As per Clause 2.13 a review of performance 
with reference to projections submitted should 
be a comprehensive review including both 
physical arid financial performance. GTIPL’s 
physical and financial performance has not 
varied by more than +/- 20% over the 
projections submitted Hence, it does not attract 
adiustment of tanff prospectively. 

(ii) 

The GTIPL to furnish a Reconciliation statement 
to reconcile the difference between the Surplus 
before Interest and tax as given in its Cost 
statements and the Surplus as reflected in the 
audited Annual Accounts for the years 2009 and 
2010. 

The reconciliations for the years 2009 and 2010 
are furnished 

(iii). 

The GTIPL to clarify the nature of the following 
expenses as reported In the audited annual 
accounts for the years 2009 and 2010: 

(a). Provision for credit notes 

(a) Provision for TP volume rebate as per then 
prevalent SOR 
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(b). Commercial Rebates 

(b) Volume rebate offered in the year 2009 to 
retain traffic in view of the extra-ordinary 
global recession 


(c). Tralriing Service Fees 

(c) The income earned from rendering 
consultancy services 


(d). Liabilities written back as no 
longer required. 

(d) Provisions written back as per accounting 
standard 


(e). Provision for doubtful debts. 

(e) Self explanatory 

(iv). 

The Annual Accounts for the years 2009 and 
2010 reflect a provision for Contingencies to the 
tune of ^3.05 lakhs and ?83.07 lakhs 
respectively. GTiPL to explain the nature of the 
contingent expenditure. 

The prevision made is towards the refund on the 
coastal containers on production of the requisite 
certificate issued by the Competent Authority. 

(V). 

GTIPL to explain the reasons for applying half 
the prescribed rates of Transhipment containers 
to arrive at the actual income fram transhipment 
containers for the years 2009 to 2011 and 
estimated Income for the years 2012 to 2014. 

The transshipment rates prescribed In the SOR 
are for load and discharge activity. However the 
number of containers taken in the revenue 
calculation are either for load or discharge 
activrtv Therefore 50% of the rate is applied for 
each 'eg of the activity 

(Vi). 

It is seen that GTIPL has generally applied 
lower rates than that prescribed in the Scale of 
Rates of GTIPL in the calculation relating to 
income for movement of air types of containers 
between yard and rail. 

The r?5tes prescribed in SOR for Yard to rail or 
vice versa for ICD containers consist of Lift On 
7472 + Transportation 7590 + Lift Off 7472 
(SOR valid till March 31, 2010) In the income 
calculations, the charge of 71462 has been 
considered for Lift On 7472+ Transportation 
7590+ mixed train income 7400. The income for 
Lift Off is considered separately in the income 
statements. Same logic is applied for 40’ and 
over 40' containers The incon^e calculations for 
the year 201C from April 1, 2010 are also done 
on the same basis 

(vii). 

In the Income calculation for the year 2010, for 
instance, in respect of income for movement of 
a normal loaded container from ship to yard, the 
GTIPL has considered the rate of ^845.01 per 
TEU. This appears to be an average of the pre^ 
revised rate (rate approved in 2006) for a period 
of three months in the year 2010 and the 
exi^ng rate (rate approved In March 2010) for a 
period of nine months In the year 2010. The 
average according to us in a similar manner, 
works out to ^837.90 per TEU. 

The revenue calculation for the periods Jan to 
March 2010 and Apnl to Dec 2010 are 
attached. 

1 

The Annual Accounts for the years 2009 and 
2010 reflect depreciation at ?10931.45 lakhs 
and ?11592.45 lakhs respectively. However, the 
Cost statement furnished by GTIPL reflects 
depredation at 710687.48 lakhs and 711348.48 
lakhs for the said years respectively. GTIPL to 
explain the reason for the difference and 
reconcile the depreciation figures. 

The drfforences are for the Lease rental 
amortis^on and terminals rights adjustments 
as done by TAMP In its previous order. 

ClX). 

This Authority vide its Order dated of March 
2010 efrected a 10% reduction in the then 
existing tariff of GTIPL with effect from 1 April 
2010. While furnishing the Form - 7, as 
mentioned earlier, and to enable a like to like 
comparison of the actuals virith the estimates, 
the GTIPL to update the estimated income for 
the years 2010 and 2011 with reference to the 
above said reduction in tariff. 

Kindly refer to Form 7 and point no. B (i) 
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This Authority vide paragraph no.11(iii)(d)(iil) of 
its Order dated 3 March 2010 has allowed 
payment of technical service fee as an Hem of 
cost for the years 2008 to 2011 subject to the 
condition that the GTIPL at the time of next 
review would produce the Income tax 
assessment Orders for the years 2008 to 2011 
to support the admittance of this expenses by 
the IT department. The GTIPL has furnished the 
Assessment Order only with reference to the 
assessment year 2008-09 The GTIPL Is, 
therefore, requested to furnish the Income tax 
assessment Orders for the years 2009-10 and 
2010 - 11 . 


This Authority vide paragraph no.11(viii)(c) of its 
Order of March 2010 has considered equipment 
hire charges estimated at the rate of ?150/- per 
TEU for the year 2009 and escalation at the rate 
of 5 8% each for the years 2010 and 2011 
subject to verification with actuals during the 
next re^/iew of tariff. The GTIPL is therefore 
requested to fumi$h documentary evidence in 
supped of the rate of ?160/- d't TEU incurred 

towards hire charges of e yu i pmen t_ 

It may be recalled that m the '-/eview Order of 
GTIPL passed in November 20 tO, it has been 
mentioned that the unadjusted past surplus of 
?5812.63 lakhs pertaining to the past period 
(Year 2006 and upto March 2010) is to be 
considered for set off from the tariff cycle 
commencing from the year 2012. The GTIPL In 
its Cost statements furnished now has not given 
effect to the said adjustment of set off of past 
surplus The GTIPL is, therefore, requested to 
make necessary adjusthrients In its Cost 
statement 


The assessment has been carried out till the 
year 2007-08. Assessment orders for 
subsequent years will be submitted as soon as 
the assessments are carried out 


The Audited annual accounts for the years 2009 
and 2010 submitted which reveals the 
expenditure incurred for tractor hire charges. 


As per clause 2.13 the actual physical and 
financial performance will be reviewed by TAMP 
at the end of the prescribed tariff validity period 
with reference to the projections relied upon at 
time of fixing the prevailing tariff. If performance 
variation of more than + or - 20% is observed 
as compared to the projections, tariff will be 
adjusted prospectively. While doing so 50 % of 
the benefit / loss already accrued will be set off 
while revising the tariff. 

The set off of 50% referred to above was not 
extended to GTIPL in TAMP order March 3, 
2010. This fact was brought to the notice of the 
Authority vide letter dated 25.3.2010. 



With reference to calculation of quay capacity. 

GTIPL to clarify the following: 

(a). Article 8.1(xxix) of the LA requires (a). The present proposal of GTIL is based on 

GTIPL to deploy a minimum number of 8 the Normative Capacity as per the Order of 
RMQCs. In the tariff Order of March 2010, the TAMP on NSICT dated 19.9.2008 and 
position regarding 8 RMQCs has been 30.12.2008. 
recognized. The GTIPL may revise its quay 
capacity calculation accordingly. 


(b). The GTIPL in its proposal has stated 
that the average quay crane productivity in the 
year 2010 was 30 moves per hour. However, 
the quay capacity calculation shows that the 
GTIPL has considered the productivity of the 
crane at only 25 moves per hour. Explain the 
reasons why 30 moves per hour per Quay crane 
cannot be considered for assessing the quay 
capacitv of the terminal. 


With reference to calculation of yard capacity , 
GTIPL to clarify the followinq: 


(b). GTI's proposal is based on the normative 
capacity which considers 25 moves per hour. 
Performance over the normative capacity is 
purely attributable to efficiency. Calculation of 
quay capacity based on the actual performance 
which is dependent on various parameters 
beyond our control hence can not be taken as 
norms. 












extraordinary 






(a) It is not dear as to how the GTIPL has 
arrived at the number of growid slots at 9370. 
GTIPL to furnish the details. It may be noted 
that in the case of upHnont tariff fixation for the 
container terminal at New Mangalore Port Trust 
(NMPT) vide Order dated 30 December 2009. 
ground slots of 360 TEUs per hectare was 
considered which was based on the analysis of 
the NMPT with reference to the area copied 
by a container and addition^ area lequl^^ ^ 
movement of container handling equipment, 
space between containers etc. The same 
number of ground slots of 360 TEUs per hectare 
has treen considered while fixing upfront tariff 
for the Mega Container temilnai at Chennai Port 
Trust (CHPT). The GTIPL is, therefore, 
requested to review its yard capacity 
calculations. 

(b) . GTIPL to fomish the actual average 
stack height achieved at the terminal in the laM 

three years i.e. 2009.2010 & 2011. _ 

Traffic: 

With reference to estimation of traffic, please 

clarify the following: ___ 

The GTIPL to furnish the details of the actual 
container volume handled during the period of 
10 months from January 2011 to October 2011 
and also the container mix. 


Form 2A of the tariff filing formats applicable for 
private terminal operators like GTIPL are 
required to furnish actual traffic for the 
preceding years and estimated traffic for the 
future three years for fixation/ revision of teriff. 
The GTIPL is, therefore, requested to frimish 
the traffic estimates for the years 2012 to 2014. 
OpetatinQ Incom 


The GTIPL to furnish detailed workings to arrive 
at the estimated income from each of the other 
ancillary services like Extra Trarisportation, Seal 
fixing, Lift on/ off for Inter terminal TP 
containers, Overstay I of Vessels, Garbage 
Removal, Real shutouts and slings as listed out 
in the Working sheet, furnished by GTIPL for 

each of the years 2012 to 2014. _^_ 

The GTIPL to furnish a detailed computation to 
show the calculation of income from the storage 
charges for all the years under consideration. 
The dwell time analysis, based on which the 
GTIPL has arrived at the storage income may 
also be furnished as required under Note 1 to 

Form 2B. _____ 

The Exchange rate considered by GTIPL in the 
estimation of the dollar denominated income for 
the years 2012 to 2014 may be furnished. 


(a). 9370 Ground slots are the actual number of 
slots'availifole for container stocking. We do not 
have the statistics of the ground slots availability 
at the two terminals referred to above. 


(b). The average stack height varies on day 
today basis depending on the seasonality, 
arrival, dweN time etc. 



The container volumes handled during the 
period from January 2011 to October 2011 are 
1,577,335 TEUs. The revenue projections for 
the year 2011 Is based on volume mix for the 
period from January to August 2011 which is 
furnished in the revenue calculations of 2011 to 
2014 ___ 


The actual traffic handled in the preceding years 
and up to /Vugust 2011 has already been 
submitted in our tariff proposal. Our tariff 
proposal is based on the normative capacity 
principles applied by TAMP In its orders on 
NSICT tariff proposal refened earlier. 


The revenue projections ftir the years 2012 to 
2014 are extrapolated on foe basis of revenue 
per TEU and underlying volume mix of YTD 
August 2011. 


The detailed calculation of storage charges is 
not available. The overall average dw^l time fw 
the past two years of 2009 and 2010 is around 3 
days. 


The exchange rate considered in our proposal is 
744.96 per dollar is for revenue as well as 
expenditure. The current exchange rate for USD 
and EURO need to be considered by TAMP for 
IT expenses. Technical Service Fees , Imported 
spare parts and RTG Operation & maintenance 
contract respectively. 



















GTIPL to clarify as to why the GTIPL has 
applied lower rates than that prescribed in the 
Scale of Rates of GTIPL in the calculation 
relating to Income for movement of all types of 
containers between yard and rail for the years 
2012 to 2014. 


GTIPL to furnish the nature of estimated Credit 
Note payments to Jawaharial Nehru Port Trust 
(JNPT) as given in the Summary of the income 
estimation for the years 2012 to 2014 aiongwith 
workings. 


This Authority vide Order dated 28 June 2007 
approved the proposal of JNPT to levy an 
additional amount of ^400 per TEU towards 
Inter Terminal Rail Handling Operation (ITRHO) 
of iCD containers moved by rail at the terminals 
of JNPT, including GTIPL. A provision in this 
regard was also ordered to be inserted in the 
Scale of Rates of GTIPL. GTIPL to furnish 
documentary evidence to substantiate the 
payments made to Jawaharial Nehru Port Trust 
(JnPT) relating to ITRHO. 


GTIPL to explain the nature of income under the 
head ‘Revenue share for mixed train handling 
from JNPT/ NSiCT’ as given in the Summary of 
the income estimation for the years 2012 to 
2014 along with workings. 


Apart from the general increase in rate 
proposed, the GTIPL has also proposed a 
higher increase in some of the services and has 
also proposed some structural changes in its 
proposed Scale of Rates. The yearwise 
additional revenue implication arising from the 
proposed changes may be quantified and 
furnished for all the years under consideration. 
The workings in this regard may also be 
furnished, ’ 


Explained at point no B (vi) above 


The payment to JNPT is for sharing mixed train 
charges collected by three container terminals 
at JNPT for ITRHO. 


ITRHO payment made to JNPT as reported by 
GTIPL Is as follows: 


Year 2009 

?326.18lakh 

Year 2010 (upto Nov 2010) 

?294.41 lakh 


GTIPL has produced copies of invoices raised 
by JNPT except for the month of January 2009, 
March and April 2009. 


Two separate heads have been maintained for 
capturing receipts and payments related to 
mixed train handling share. 


The details of the additional revenue of ?37.73 
crores per annum has been furnished by GTIPL 
vide its email dated 21 December 2011. the 
details are tabulated below; 


Reference to the Section 


Section 1A - Rate for ship 
to yard/ yard to ship 
charges for Normal Empty 
containers 




Section 3A - Rate for ship 
to yard charges for 
Hazardous and Reefer 
containers (Loaded, ICD 
and transhipment 
containers) 


Section 3B ~ Rate for yard 
to rail charges for 
Hazardous and Reefer 
containers 


Section 3C - Rate for yard 
to truck charges for 
Hazardous and Reefer 
containers 


Section 4 - Charges for 
Over dimensional 
transhipment and Empty 
containers 


Section 5 - Charges for 
Opening Hatch cover 


91,781,889 


1,952,183 


195,294,869 


10,011,784 



8 , 212,211 
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8 

Section 6 - Charges for 
Restows 

3,512,841 



9 

Section 7A - Charges for 
Shutouts 




10 

Section 8 - Charges for 
Reefer Monitoring A 
Connection 

34,966,223 



11 

Section 9C - Charges for 
Fixing Seals 

. 





377,741,035 

(4). 

Operatinq Cost 








(0- 

Wrh regard to the escalation factor to be 
applied for estimation of operating costs, it may 
be Dome in mind that as already communicated 
by us vide our letter No.TAMP^7^005>Misc. 
dated 11 July 2011, an escalation factor of 6% 
per annum wilt be considered for the 
expenditure projections in the cost statement. 

We have considered an escalation factor 6% 
p.a in respect all expenditure except in respect 
of salary where the increased wages as per 
CBA (Collective Bargain Agreement) signed 
with the Labor Union has been included in the 
projections for the yearn 2011 to 2014. 

(ii). 

The worldngs furnished in the Annexure to Form 
- 38 tor the years 2011 to 2014 may be 
furnished for the year 2010 also. 

The working for the year 2010 is furnished. 

(iii). 

1 1 Mill 1 1 11 ■ II IH"! 1 mi— 




The estimated Operating and Direct Labour cost 
comprises of the estimated manpower cost for 
the RTG operators. It appears that the operation 
and maintenance of RTGs is outsourced to 
Kalmar. In this backdrop, the GTIPL to furnish / 
clarify the following: 





(a). The copy of the latest Contract entered 

by GTIPL with KALMAR in this regard. 

(a). The copy of the contract is furnished. 
This contract is due for renewal w.e.f June 
2012. RTG vendors have given an increase of 
around 24% in wages to their labour union. 
(Copy of the agreement is furnished). Hence 
expected impact in RTG contracted expenses 
will be about 15% more than the existing level 
though we have considered an increase of only 
6% in our tariff proposal as their wage 
negotiation was in progress. The cost increase 
during the year 2011 in RTG operations is much 
higher than year 2010 due to annual escalation 
and Euro exchange rate fluctuation. Kindly 
consider the additional expenditure involved 
while finalizing the tariff proposal. 


(b). GTIPL to clarify as to whether KALMAR 

was selected for operation and maintenance of 
RTGs by competitive bidding. The GTIPL may 
indicate how the fairness and reasonableness of 
the rates payable to KALMAR are established. 

(b). KALMAR was selected after following 
competitive bidding procedure. The rates 
payable to KALMAR are fair and reasonable. 
KALMAR is not a related and Interested party. 


(c). The actual Euro rate per hour incun^d 

during the year 2010 towards operation and 
maintenance of RTGs and paid to KALMAR 
may furnished and validated with 

documentary evidence. 

(c). The details are furnished in response to 
the question at point 4 (ii) above and read with 
KALMAR contract copy. 


(d). It may be recalled that In the last tariff 

revision, the GTIPL had apportioned one third of 
the RTG op^ations and maintenance cost 
under RTG operators manpower cost as direct 

(d). This Is the matter of internal accounting 
dassificatjon. 
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Isbour cost and the remaining two third under 
Repairs & Maintenance cost for the purpose of 
accounting the expenditure. In the current 
proposal in reference, the GTIPL has 
apportioned 55% of the RTG operations and 
maintenance cost as direct labour cost and the 
remaining 45% under Repairs & Maintenance i 
cost. The change in the percentage of 
apportionment of the expenditure may be 
justified with reasons. 

(e) . The basis for the annual RTG hours of 
234092 for the year 2011 and RTG hours of 
181425 each for the three years 2012 to 2014 
considered in the estimation of operation and 
maintenance cost of RTGs be furnished. 

(f) - The estimated expenditure towards 

Lashing/ Unlashing during the years 2011 to 
2014 may be supported by documentary 
evidence of outsourcing contract and with 
workings. 


(e). The detailed working for annual RTG hours 
is given In the Annex 3B. 


(g). Simllariy, the estimated expenditure 
towards Hazardous cleaning during the years 
2011 to 2014 may be supported by 
documentary evidence of outsourcing contract 
and with workings. 




a). Powered 

(i). GTiPL to fiimish basis for the different 
levels of unit electricity consumption adopted by 
GTIPL for the RMQC’s, RMG’s, Yard and Wharf 
electrification, Reefer days and Gate/ common 
Lighting and the assumptions may be supported 
by the average of the last 3 years. 


I (f). The copy of the contract is furnished. The 
expenses are worked out basis ^12.5 per move 
(surge factor: 1.38) for the year 2011 and 2012 
and 6% escalation for the years 2013 and 2014. 
[As per the contract copy, the contract period is 
of two years from 1 January 2010 to 31 
December 2011. GTIPL shall pay ^12.25 per 
Box + applicable service tax]. 

(g). The copy of the contract valid upto 
30 June 2012 is furnished. 


(i). In the proposal, the working for Power cost 
is done based on the past average overall 
consumption for the period Jan 2010 to Dec 
2010. A copy of the energy consumption report 
for the year 2010 is famished. 


(li). The documentary evidence to reflect the 
actual unit cost of electricity applicable for the 
month of August to October 2011 may be 
famished. Also famish the documentary 
evidence in support of the charges of ?210.6 per 
KVA considered In the estimation of fixed 
electricity demand charges for the year 2011. 


(il). The copy of the electricity bill for the month 
of March 2011 Is attached along with the 
working for unit rate. It may please be noted 
that the electricity rate per unit has increased to 
1f12.35 in the month of October. The copy of 
which is also attached. We request the Authority 
to consider the current unit rate of Electricity 
while fixing the revised tariff. 


(lil). GTIPL to famish the basis for considering njj), 
that 24% of the total traffic would be handled by 
RMGs, In the calculation of electricity cost of 2010. 
RMGs. 


This is based on the ICD ratio of year 


(iv). This is based on the empirical studies 
carried out by GTI. 


(iv). The workings to arrive at the cost relating 
to trarisformer losses In the estimation of 
electricity cost may be famished. 


(b). Fuel Cost : 

Wrth reference to the estimated fuel cost. GTIPL 
to clarify / famish the following: 

il):_ The estimated cons umption of fuel for (i). The estimated fuel consumption for the 
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operations of RTGs. RSTs and Tractor Trail^ 
for the years 2011 to 2014 may be justified with 
reference to the actuals for the preceding three 
years. 

(ii) . TTie basis for considering 15.71 TEUs 

per hour as handling rate of tt» RTG 
brought out. The actual handling rate fo*"JJ'® 
year 2010 may be furnished. 

(iii) . The term 'Handlings' as considered in 
the fuel cost estimation of RTGs may be 
explained. The workings for arriving at 
handlings at 204% may be furnished. 


(iv) The workings for the estimated diesel 
consumption of 70357 litres for the year 2011 
and 54528 litres each for the years 2012 to 
2014 for utilization of RST may be furnished and 
the consumption may be justified with reference 
to the actuals for the year 2010. 

(V) The workings for the estimated diesel 
consumption of 1845340 litres for the year 2011 
and 1430169 litres each for the years 2012 to 
2014 with reference to the TTs ™y “ 
furnished and the consumption may be juswed 
with reference to the actuals for the year 2010. 
The nature of short recovery/ rate different per 
litre may also be explained alongwith workings. 

(c). ^analra & M «>"*«nance Cost: 

(i) . The rationale behind adopting different 

percentages of capital cost of RMQC, RMG and 
rTG to estimate repairs and maintenance 
charges for ail the years under considerrton 
may be explained and the oidlvldual estimates 
may be justified with reference to actuals tor the 
previous years 2009 to 2010. 

(ii) . The workings for estimating Repairs & 

Maintenance cost for the RST, empty handlers, 
operational tools & others for the ye» 2011 to 
2014 may be fontished and justified wlui 
reference to actuals for the year 2010. 

(III). The reason for including a component 
of VAT @ 12 . 5 % on the materials as part of 
maintenance cost of RTGs m av be explained^— 
gaulpment Hire Chanm: 

VVith reference to the estknated tractor hire 
charges, GTiPL to furnish the following: 

(a). Documentary proof may ^ furnished 
ft>r the rates considered tor estimation of tracer 
hire charges for the years 2011 to 2014 for the 


years 2011-2014 is based on the Actual 2010 
consumption as provided in Annex 3B. 


(ii). During 2010 the handling rate of RTG was 
15.71 TEUs per hour. 


(hi). Ail the containers offloaded from the 
vessel are necessarily to be handled by RTGs 
at least twice, one Lift Off and one Lift On at the 
CY. Sometimes, additional Lift off and Lift on 
from/to stack are to be carried out for shut ^t 
container and POD change based on the 
requirements of trade, in addition there are 
some essential housekeeping moves to be 
carried out by RTGs. The handling thus 
exceeds 200%. On an average it works out to 
204%. 

(iv). The workings for the estimated diesei is 
based on the actulas of 2010. Actuals of 2010 
are given. 


(v). The estimated diesei consumption of 2011 
to 14 is based on the actual 2010. The short 
recovery / rate difference per litre is due to toe 
difference between the prevailing mark^ rme 
and the pre-negotiated recovery rate of INR 
37.50 as per contract. 


(i). The estimate of equipment-wise repairs 
and maintenance expenditure has be^ 
identified based on the actuals of 2010 as a % 
of the capital cost of toe respective equipment. 


(ii) . The estimate of equipment-wise repairs 
and maintenance expenditure has been 
identified based on the actuals of 2010 as a % 
of the capital cost of the respective equipment. 

(iii) . It is In compliance with the directives 
issued by Government on Indirect Taxes 
wherein GTI is not entitled to VAT input credit. 



Of 


t^m 








movement of containers: 

(i) . upto container yard and container yard 
to rail and 

(ii) . intra Terminal transfers 


(b). GTIPL to femish the basis for 
considering 26% of the estimated throughput to 
move between yard and rail and 12% of the 
estimated throughput for intra terminal transfer. 


Lease rentals: 

(a) . GTIPL to confirm that the estimations of 

lease rentals is as per the terms of Licence 
Agreement. 

(b) . Detailed workings for the estimated 

lease rental indicating the area leased and the 
rate per square metres considered may be 
fernished for all the years under consideration. 


Insurance : 

The GTIPL to furnish the basis and the workings 
for the estimated insurance cost. The estimates 
of Insurance cost may be justified with reference 
to actual payment made to Insurance company. 
A copy of the Agreement entered into with 
insurance companv(ies) may be furnished. _ 


Other expenses: 


The estimated other expenses for the years 
2012 to 2014 may be justified with cost details 
and workings listing out the items considered 
under the said head of expenditure. 



Technical Services Fee: 


(a). GTIPL to establish the reasonableness 
of technical services fee estimated in the cost 
statement for all the years under consideration 
applying the yardstick of "arms length 
relationship" as required under clause 2.8.2. of 
the revised tariff guidelines. 


A copy of the contract is furnished The contract 
is valid till Jan 2012 and due for renewal. 

This is based on the actual data for the year 
2010 . 


(a). Confirmed 


(b). Details furnished. 


Details furnished. 

(Copy of insurance Policy Schedule furnished 
by GTIPL for the period 15 July 2010 to 14 July 
2011 shows the Gross Premium at ^319.35 
lakhs). 


The details for actual of 2010 are furnished. The 
estimate of 2011 to 2014 are basis the actual of 
2010. 


Other Expenses 


Operational 


Special handling (OOG, DG 
and Break Bulk) 


Internal Transportation 


Operational Water _ 


Inventory Differences 


Inventory Written-off 


Customs Duty / Clearance 
Expenses on spare parts 


Shifting cargo / Vessel 
expenses _ 


Cargo claims recovered 


Cargo claims _ 


Opeiational lubricants 


Handlin 


Blue collar overtime 


Total 


Year 2010 



13565000 


1867198 


-120498 


2318640 


1208845 


729329 


-13000 


112546 


2672846 


22340906 


(a). The reasonableness of Technical Service 
Fees for arms length principle is established 
through a mark-up in accordance with the 
Transfer Pricing Rule certified by KPMG. 

(GTIPL has furnished a copy of Memorandum 
for availing certain support services from APM 
Terminals Management BV). 
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(b). Document establishing the remittance 
of TSF for the year 2009, 2010 and 2011 may 
be furnished. __ 


Overtwada : 


(b). A copy furnished. 


(a). GTIPL to list out the items of 
expenditure considered under the management 
and administration overheads and furnish 
detailed workings under this head for all the 
years under consideration. 


(b). The estimated management and 
administration overheads for the year 2011 Is 
arouTKl 10% more than the actuals expenditure 
for the year 2009. The estimated management 
and administrative overheads for the years 2012 
to 2014 is around 7.50% more than the 
estimated expenditure of the respective 
previous years. GTIPL to justify the estimates. 


(a). The details for actual of 2010 are furnished. 
The estimates for 2011 to 2014 are based on 


the actual of 2010. 

Actuals for 2010 



Year 2010 

Salares 

156963963 

Bonus 

B615284 

HRA 

35732637 

Temporary Staff 

0 

Leave Encashment 

503163 

Leave Travel Allowance 

240000 

Reallocation Allowance 

0 

Drivers Overtime 

0 

Incentive 

32026997 

Gratuity 

3924S16 

Mousing Allowance 

0 

Overtime 

6482364 

Incentive - Blue Collar Staff 

36660298 

Other Allowance 

15528027 

Contnbution to PF / PPF 

10778006 

Super Annuation 

1000086 

Contribution to Labour 
Wetfere Fund 

30078 

EDLI and Admin Charges 

1187906 

Total 

281679526 


(b). The estimates of management and 
adminrstration overheads delude additional 
impact on account of increments to be given as 
per the Collective Bargaining Agreement (CBA) 
signed with the Internal Union. (Copy furnished) 
The inoease in basic wages is as given below: 


01.04.2011 to 31.03.2012 

19% 

01.04.2012 to 31.03.2013 

15% 

01.04.2013 to 31.03.2014 

13% 

* 


(c). The items considered under ‘General 
Overheads' may be listed out and detailed 
workings under this head for all the years under 

consideration may also be furnished. _ 

Deweeiation : 

GTIPL to furnish detailed workings for the 
estimated depreciation ftM" all the years under 
consideration bearing in mind clause 2.7.1. of 
the revised tariff guidelines. The rates of 
depreciation adopted may also be furnished 
giving reference to the Companies Act or 
provisions of concession agreement as the case 

may be. ___ 

Capital employed : 

Fixed Assets : 

(a). The Form — 4A furnished by GTIPL is 


(c). The details for actual of 2010 are 
furnished. The estimate of 2011 to 2014 are 
basis the actual of 2010. 


The workings of Depreciation for the years 
2009-11 is furnished. The workings of 
Depreciation for the years 2012-14 is furnished 
in the proposal In the Normative capital cost 
working. 


(a). Form No. 4A attached In the proposal 
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incomplete. It furnishes details only for the years 
2009 to 2011. The GTIPL to furnish a complete 
and updated Form - 4A inccKporating simitar 
details for the years 2012 to 2014. 


(b) . The GTIPL to furnish details regarding the 
actual number of handling equipment, gross 
value of each of the equipment and the date of 
their commissioning at the GTIPL. 

(c) . The GTIPL to furnish Form - 4B giving full 
details with regard to the additions to the gross 
block for the years 2012 to 2014, if any. 

(d) . The GTIPL Is seen lo have made additions 
to its Gross Block of assets to the tune of 
^12.25 crores during the year 2011. The GTIPL 
is requested to furnish details of the additions 
and documentary evidence in support of the 
said additions. 


(e) . The additions to the gross block, if any, 
during the years 2012 to 2014 may be 
supported with documentary proof and the 
present status of these proposed investments 
may also be furnished. 

(f) . It may be noted that completed and 
commissioned assets alone will be counted for 
capital employed and work-in-progress should 
be excluded. A confirmation in this regard may 
be furnished. 


Working Capital : 

(i), GTIPL to furnish workings to show that 
the amount considered as Inventory, Pre 
payment of Lease rentals and Cash balance as 
part of Working Capital during the years 2009 to 
2011 are as per the norms prescribed in 
guidelines of March 2005. 


furnishes details for the year 2009-11 for the net 
block and working capital for the years 2012-14. 
Capital emptoyed is worked on the basis of 
normative Gross block. The details of which are 
available in the work sheet ‘Normative Capital 
Cost’ based on the approach taken by TAMP in 
NSiCT orders of 2008. 

(b). Details furnished. 


(c) . Since the proposal Is based on the 
normative approach additions are not 
considered for the ensuing years. 

(d) . The addition of 712.25 crores is as per the 
budget 2011 duly approved. The actual 
expenditure incurred so for is furnished and 
remaining is under implementation. 

(712.25 crores in budgeted additions for the 
year 2011 towards civil and electrical works, 
ERP, Plant and Machinery, pavement etc. 
GTIPL has reported the actual expenditure upto 
October 2011 at 7744.88 lakhs.) 

(e) . Please refer to our reply at 5 (c) above 


(f). The capex additions done in the year 2009 
and 2010 are based on the completion/ 
installation certificates duly audited. 


(i). The inventory for the years 2009-2010 is 
based on the audited balance sheet. The 
prepayment of lease rental equals the lease 
rental paid one year in 
advance as per License Agreement for 
the respective years. Cash balances are in 
accordance with the norms. 


(ii). As stated earlier, while furnishing the (ii). Since the proposal is based on the 
complete and updated Form - 4A for the years normative approach adopted by TAMP in its 
2012 to 2014, the working capital components NSICT orders of 2008, the working capital 
may also be furnished. components are not considered. 


(iil). The Form - 4A furnished by GTIPL for the 
years 2009 to 2011 show unamortlsed lease 
rentals and terminal rights adjustments as 
components forming part of working capital. The 
reason for considering these components as 
part of working capital may be exi^ained. The 
workings to arrive at the said amounts for 
unamortised lease rentals and terminal rights 
adjustments may also be fornished. 


(iri). The terminals rights and unahiortized 
lease rentals adjustment is done In accordance 
with the previous tariff order passed by TAMP in 
March 2010. 
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The GTIPL has fonnulated Hs proposed Scale of 
Rates considering an increase of 8.72% over 
the existing tariff at GTIPL. The benefit of 
productivity Improvernents accruing to users 
justifying firis hike may be listed out. 



GTIPL to furnish detailed working with cost, 
elements considered to arrive at the charges 
proposed for normal containers, I CD containers, 
Transhipment containers, hazardous and Over 
Dimensional Containers 


Similar working with cost elements considered 
may be furnished towards the charges proposed 
for services for natch covers, restows, shut out, 
storage arul other services^_ 


Though the GTIPL has proposed a genera! 
increase of 8.72% in its proposed Scale of 
Rates, It IS seen that GTIPL has also proposed 
a higher percentage of increase in respect of 
the following items: _ 


Proposed 

Reference to the Section 

tariff 


Section 1A - Rate for ship 34.58% 
to yard/ yard to ship 
chaises for Normal Emp^ 
containers __ 


Section 2 - Charges for 
Empty transhipment 
containers 


Section 3A — Rate for ship 
to yard charges for 
Hazardous and Reefer 
containers (Loaded, ICD 
and transhipment 

containers) 


Section 3B - Rate for yard 
to rail charges for 


25.43% 



Support the EXIM growth for India through 
efficient operations resulting in higher number of 
vessel calls, reduced waiting times, multiple 
gate openings and higher productivity 
(moves/hour) resulting in faster turnaround of 
vessels (average stay at berth), faster 
turnaround of trains and TTs (tractor traitors) 
resulting in faster evacuation without 
congestion. Following are the Performance 
indicators in fois respect j_ - 


January 2011 to October 
2011 


Perfbrmanco 

Indicator 


Import (TEUs 


■nfcflnrii=ii5M 


No. of vessels 
handled 


JNPCT NSICT 


APMT 

Mumbai 


398 807 


400.587 


799.394 


573 


578.448 


634.290 





88.54% 


18.52 I 5.45 I 0.50 


No. of Rakes 
handled 


Since separate cost details on these activities 
have not been maintained, it is regretted GTI is 
not in a position to furnish the detailed working 
with cost elements. 


Please refer to our reply at point D (ii) above. 


(I). Empty Container rate hike 

Presently the tanff of empty container handling 
Is 20% lower than loaded container tariff. 
However we are not aware whether the rational 
for such differential rates is established 
anywhere. Trie costs for handling empty and 
loaded container is almost the same. Therefore, 
it is proposed to keep the tariffe for empty and 
loaded container at the same level. Further as 
per clause 5.3 of the 2005 Guidelines charges 
for ship-shore handling and storage of loaded 
and empty containers should be foe same. 

(Ii). Chaises for empty transshipment containers 
same as above 

(iii). Ship to yard charges for reefer and 
Hazardous containers: 

Presently the charges for hazardous containers 
are at 1.25 times of the normal container 
charges. Reefer containers are billed at foe 
same rate for normal containers. However, 
considering the special care to be taken for 
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Hazardous and Reefer 
containers 


Section 3C - Rate for yard 
to truck charges for 
Hazardous and Reefer 
containers 


Section 4 - Charges for 
Over dimensional 

transhipment and Empty 
containers 



7. 

Section 5 -- Charges for 
Opening Hatch cover 

29.50% 

8. 

Section 6 - Charges for 
Restows 

29.50% 

9. 

Section 7A - Charges for 
Shut outs 

29.50% 

10. 

Section 8 - Charges for 
Reefer Monitoring & 
Connection 

94.28% 

11. 

Section 9C - Charges for 
Fixing Seals 

300% 


The reason for proposing a different percentage 
increase in respect of the above tariff items may 
be justified. The additional income proposed to 
be generated on account of each of the 
proposed changes may be quantified and 
furnished with vrarkings itemwise for each of the 
years 2012 to 2014. 


I handling and associated risk factor involved in 
these containers the rates for the hazardous 
and reefer containers are proposed to be twice 
the normal container rate. Rail operators charge 
1.5 to twice on handling, transportation & dwell 
time of hazardous boxes with no free dwell 
days. The rates for handling reefer container: 
should be at par with the rates for handling of 
hazardous containers since the reefer poses 
similar risks in handling as that of hazardous 
handling. As per clause 5.3 of 2005 Guidelines 
higher charges would Be allowed for containers 
having hazardous goods, reefer and for any 
special services. 


(iv) . Yard to Rail charges for Hazardous and 
reefer containers. The yard to rail charges for 
Reefer and Hazardous ICD containers are 
revised to be at twice the yard to rail charges for 
normal containers for the reasons elaborated at 
point no. 3 above. 

(v) . Yard to Truck charges for Hazardous and 
reefer containers 

Refer to point no. 3 and 4 above 

(vi) . Rates for ODC TP and empty containers 
The rates for ODC transshipment containers are 
proposed to be revised to 2 times the rate of 
normal transshipment containers since the 
existing rates are at 1.73 times of the rates for 
normal containers. As per model SOR of TAMP 
ODC transshipment containers are eligible for 
double the rates applicable to normal TP 
containers. The proposal Is therefore justified. 
The rates for ODC empty containers are 
proposed to be revised at par with the rate for 
ODC loaded container for the reasons 
elaborated at 1 above. 

(vil). Hatchcover, Res tow and Shut out charges 
are proposed to be revised at par with that of 
NSICT for similar services. (The NSICT tariff is 
higher by 5% than GTI overall tariff. However 
the current hatch cover, Restow and Shut out 
charges of NSICT are higher by 35%.) 

(viii). Reefer Monitoring charges : 

Reefer monitoring charges are proposed to be 
revised at par with that of adjacent terminal i.e 
NSICT for similar services with the same 
customer base. (The NSICT tariff is higher by 
5% than GTI overall tariff. However the current 
reefer monitoring charges of NSICT are higher 
by 100% while the energy cost primarily 
remains the same.). There is a need to increase 
the tariff for reefer monitoring charges due to 
negative margin on this activity in view of the 
change in the tariff category from Industrial to 
commercial leading to substantial hike in 
electricity cost during the year 2010 In addition 
to normal tariff Increase. 
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(ix). Fixing of bottle seals: 

If the containers enter the Terminals with the 
bottle seals as per the rule, there are no 
charges recoverable. The proposed increase to 
INR 800 Is to discourage and to have deterrent 
effect preventing the containers from entering 
the terminal without seals which is against the 
law. 

The additional income to be generated on 
account of the proposed changes is quantified 
as per our reolv to point 3 (vili) above. 

(v). 

The reason to treat Reefer containers at par 
with Hazardous containers may be justified in 
the backdrop of other container terminals 
treating Reefer containers at par with Normal 
containers. The additional income proposed to 
be generated on account of the proposed 
change may be quantified and furnished with 
workings for each of the years 2012 to 2014. 

Reefer containers have working transportable 
refrigeration machinery virhich contains 
inflammable gases. Therefore every terminal 
has dedicated reefer stacks just as the case for 
hazardous containers. Therefore the proposal is 
justified. As per clause 5.3 of 2005 Guidelines 
higher charges would be allovyed for containers 
having hazardous goods, reefer and for any 
special services. The additional income to be i 
generated on account of the proposed changes 
is quantified as per our reply to point 3 (viii) i 
above. —1 

(Vi). 

The existing Scale of rates prescribe Reefer 
Monitoring and Connection on 4 hourly basis. In 
the proposed Scale of Rates, in addition, the 
GTIPL is seen to have proposed charges for 
Reefer Monitoring and Connection on per day 
basis also. The reason for prescribing rates for 
Reefer Monitoring and Connection on per day 

As per the SOR all the activities with respect are , 
charged on a per day/ per activity basis. Hence 
extending the same logic to reefer monitoring 
charges is proposed for having uniformity in the 
billing process. 


A reefer container and the reefer machinery is 
basically designed to maintain a temperature 
which is referred to as set temperature 
depending on the perishables that are stuffed in 
the container. Improper Cargo Stuffing at a 
temperature higher than the set temperature 
leads to the reefer container machinery to bring 
down the temperature to the set temperature. 
Our proposal is to ensure that the cargo stuffing 
for reefer containers are adhered to as per 
International Standards. Hence the proposed 
rate increase is justified. Since we do not have 
the recorded volume for this envisaged activity, 
the additional income on account of this 
proposed change cannot be quantified. 

(vii). 

The GTIPL has introduced a new Note no. 4 
under Section - 8 stating that for reefer 
containers if the return air temperature at the 
lime of gate in is having a variation of more than 
5° C as compared to the set temperature, then 
the plugging charges will be doubled. In this 
connection, the reason for proposing to treat the 
said eventuality separately may be explained. 
The additional income proposed to be 
generated on account of the proposed change 
may be quantified and furnished with workings 
for each of the years 2012 to 2014. 

(vili). 

1 _ 

The GTIPL has proposed a new tariff item under 
Section 8(ii) towards Pre-trip Inspection 
including supply of electricity at LIS$ 47.68 per 
move. In this connection, the GTIPL is 
requested to furnish the following: 

(a) . GTIPL to clarify the existing arrangement 
to render the services towards Pre-trip 
Inspection and furnish the charges realised 
therefor. 

(b) . The proposed rate may be justified with 
cost details. 

(c) . The reason for proposing the rate as a 
dollar denominated tariff may be explained. 

(a) Presently this service is not rendered by 
GTI. 

(b) . It is regretted that the cost details are not 
maintained. 

(c) . The proposed rate is based on the existing 
rate levied by NSiCT with a reduction of 5% 
thereon. 
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(d). GTIPL to list out the services proposed to 
be provided under this tariff Item. 


(e). The proposal does not clarify whether the 
proposed charge is optional at the request of 
the users for the service or compulsorily levied 
on all containers handled bv GTIPL 


The Authority vide its Review Order of 
November 2011 had incorporated a 
conditionality relating to ‘One door open 
charges’. The GTIPL is not seen to have 
incorporated the said conditionality in Its 
proposed Scale of Rates. GTIPL to clarify the 
position. 

With regard to Section - 10 relating to Dwell 
time charges, the GTIPL is requested to clarify/ 
furnish the following: 

(a) . Reason for proposing a 13.87% 

increase in the dwell time charges of Loaded 
Import containers. The additional Income 
proposed to be generated on account of the 
proposed charge may be quantified and 
furnished with workings for each of the years 
2012 to 2014. 

(b) . With reference to Empty Import and 

Export containers, the GTIPL has removed the 
existing free days of 3 and has also proposed a 
30% hike in the dwell time charges in respect of 
the said category. GTIPL to explain the rationale 
behind such a proposal with a dwell time 
analysis. The additional income proposed to be 
generated on account of the proposed change 
may be quantified and furnished with workings 
for each of the years 2012 to 2014. 

(c) . Reason for proposing a reduction in 

free days of ICD - Loaded and Empty Import 
and Export containers moved by rail from the 
existing 10 days to 7 days may be justified with 
a dwell time analysis. The additional income 
proposed to be generated on account of the 
proposed change may be quantified and , 
furnished with workings for each of the years 
2012 to 2014. _ 


The general conditionalities proposed by GTIPL 
in its proposed draft Scale of Rates Is seen to 
be incomplete, when compared with the existing 
general conditionalities. GTIPL to furnish the 
entire set of conditionalities. 


In the existing arrangement, the hazardous 
containers attract 1.25 times the dwell time 
charges of the normal containers. Now, the 
GTIPL has proposed that the hazardous 
containers and reefer containers to attract 2 
times the dwell time charges of the normal 
containers. The reason for the proposed change 
may be justified. . The additional income 
proposed to be generated on account of the 
roposed change may be quantified and 


(d) , Pre trip inspection (PTI) Is done to check 
reefer machinery preparedness before handing 
over empty reefer unit for cargo stuffing. 

(e) . It is optional at the request of the users. 


“One Door Open" charge is applicable for 
handling container which requires only one door 
to be kept open (eg. Onion) “. 

A conditionality as stated herein may be 
Incorporated In the SOR. 


(a). The rates are proposed to be at par with 
NSICT. The additional income to be generated 
on account of the proposed change cannot be 
quantified due to non availability of dwell time 
analysis 


(b). The free days are reduced from current 
three days to zero to be at par with NSICT. The 
rates are also proposed to be brought at par 
with NSICT. The additional income to be 
generated on account of the proposed change 
cannot be quantified due to non availability of 
dwell time analysis. 


(c). The free days are proposed to be reduced 
from current ten days to seven to be at par with 
NSICT. This will encourage speedy evacuation 
of containers by rail. The additional income to 
be generated on account of the proposed 
change cannot be quantified due to non 
availability of dwell time analysis. 


The relevant portion of the proposed SOR 
containing the entire set of conditionalities is 
enclosed. 


Presently the charges for hazardous containers 
are at 1.25 times of the normal container 
charges. Reefer containers are billed at the 
same rate for normal containers. However, 
considering the risk factor involved in the 
handling of these containers the rates for the 
hazardous and reefer containers are proposed 
to be twice the normal container rate. Rail 
operators charge 1.5 to twice on handling, 
transporta tion A dwell time of hazardous boxes 
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furnished wrth workings for each of the years 
2012 to 2014. 


with no free dwell days. The rates for handling 
reefer container: should be at par with the rates 
for handling of hazardous containers since the 
reefer poses similar risks in handling as that of 
hazardous handling. As per clause 5.3 of 2005 
Guidelines higher charges would be allowed for 
containers having hazardous goods, reefer and 
for any special services. 

The additional income to be generated on 
account of the proposed change cannot be 
quantified due to non availability of dwell time 
analysis. ____ 


7 The JNPT was requested vide our letter dated 9 November 2011 to furnish some 

information. JNPT has responded vide its letter dated 19 December 2011. The information sought 
from JNPT and its response are tabulated below: 


SI. No. 

Information sought by i aMP 

Response received from JNPT 

(i). 

Actual traffic of GTIPL during the calendar years 
2009 and 2010. The actual traffic of GTIPL from 
January 2011 to October 2011 may also be 
furnished. 

Actual traffic handled by GTIPL ounng the 
calendar year 2009, 2010 and for 2011 upto 
November 2011 is given below: 

Year 

Traffic (in TEUs) 

2009 

1559432 

2010 

1890938 

2011 (Jan to Nov) 

1728651 

(ii). 

JNPT to furnish the traffic forecast ot gIIPL 
terminal for the years 2011 to 2014 as per the 
port’s business plan 1 annual plan / fiver year 
plan. 

Traffic forecast of GTIPL for the Xlitn t-ive Tear 
Plan projected by JNPT is as follows: 

Year 

Traffic (Million TEUs) 

2012-13 

2.05 

2013-14 

2.20 

2014-15 

2.20 

2015-16 

2.20 

2016-17 

2,20 

(iii). 

The estimation of lease rentals made by GTIPL 
to be verified and confirmed that the lease rates 
considered is in line with the prevailing Scale of 
Rates of JNPT. 

Estimation of lease rentals as indicaieo oy 
GTIPL in frieir proposal has been verified and 
found to be in order. 

(iv). 

Yearwise payments received by it from GTIPL 
for mixed train handling share from the year 
2009 till date. 

Yearwise payments received by JNP i from 
GTIPL for mixed train handling share for 2009 
till dated is as given below: 

Year 

f in iakhs 

2009 

371.41 

2010 

297.40 

2011 (Jan to Sept) 

63.52 

(V). 

Specific comments on the additions to the 
Gross Block of assets estimated to the tune of 
12,25 crores during the year 2011. 

Capital investment proposed of Xiz.zo crores 
for 2011 appears to be In order but may be 
verified by TAMP with work order / contract 
document. 


8 1 A joint hearing in this case was held on 22 November 2011 at the Office of this 

Authority. The GTIPL made a power point presentation of its proposal. At the pint heanng. the 
GTIPL, JNPT and the users / user organisations have made ttieir submissions. 


8 2 As decided at the joint hearing, the IMG and WISA 

comments. The comments received from them were 

information. The GTIPL has furnished its comments on the comments of IMG and WISA. 
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9. The proceedings relating to consultation in this case are available on records at 
the office of this Authority. An excerpt of the comments received and arguments made by the 
concerned parties will be sent separately to the relevant parties. These details will also be made 
available at our vuebsite httP:/ftariffauthQritY.QOV.in . 

10. With reference to totality of information collected during the processing of this 
case, the following points emerges: 

(i). The Scale of Rates of GTIPL was last reviewed in March 2010. In the tariff Order 
dated 3 March 2010, this Authority had effected an across the board reduction of 
10% from 1 Aprii 2010 with a validity period till 31 December 2011. Subsequ^tiy, 
based on an application filed by GTIPL for review of the tariff Order dated 3 March 
2010, this Authority passed an Order on 3 November 2010 disposing the review 
application, in the said tariff Order, the tariff reduction of 10% and the validity of 
the Scale of Rates upto 31 December 2011 which was fixed vide tariff Order dated 
3 March 2010 were retained. 

(il). The GTIPL under cover of its letter dated 30 September 2011 has filed its 
proposal for review of its existing tariff. This proposal was taken up for 
consultation with the relevant users. The cost statements furnished by GTIPL 
under cover of its letter dated 30 September 2011 aiongwith subsequent 
additional information/ clarification furnished by GTiPL Is considered in this 
analysis. 

(iii) . As mentioned in the earlier part of this Order, the GTIPL has proposed to restrict 

traffic volumes to the level of normative capacity and furnished estimates 
accordingly. It has requested to consider its tariff proposal based on the 
normative capacity based approach maintaining parity with similarly placed 
terminal at the same location. 

The GTIPL has applied the formula prescribed in the Guidelines for fixation of 
upfront tariff for future PPP projects at the major port trusts, 2008 to determine the 
optimal capacity at 1395030 TEUs and has restricted the traffic estimates for the 
years 2012 to 2014 upto the level of optimal capacity, so determined, it has then 
drawn up the cost statements for the above mentioned traffic ievei for each of the 
years 2012 to 2014. While doing so, return on gross block of normative assets is 
claimed. The gap between the estimated revenue and normative revenue so 
determined has been sought to be bridged by GTiPL by way of an Increase in 
tariff to the tune of 8.72%. 

In. short, the main contentions of GTiPL Is to decide its tariff by restricting traffic 
projections only upto normative capacity level and by allowing return on gross 
value of assets Identified to handle the volumes upto the normative capacity level. 

(iv) , (a). The GTiPL has calculated its quay capacity at 1395030 TEUs, based on 

the norm of 1 quay crane for every 100 metres of quay length, following 
the norms preschbed in the upfront tariff guidelines of 2008. Since GTiPL 
has quay length of 712 metres, GTiPL has calculated its quay capacity 
based on 7 number of quay cranes. At the outset, it is clarified that the 
upfront tariff guidelines, 2008 are not applicable in the case of GTiPL, 
which is governed by the tariff guidelines of 2005. 

it is relevant here to mention that Article 8.1(xxix) of the Licence 
Agreement (LA) entered by GTiPL with JNPT requires GTIPL to deploy a 
minimum number of 8 Quay cranes. Clause 2.9.11 of the tariff guidelines 
of March 2005 requires return to be allowed on the investment made in 
accordance with the obligations under the concession agreement. Hence, 
the position of minimum requirement of 8 number of cranes as stipulated 
in the Licence Agreement cannot be ignored for the purpose of allowing 
Return on Capital Employed. Therefore, consideration of only 7 number of 
quay cranes for determination of quay capacity does not appear to be 
correct. 


LlJLf CfjflZ - (I 
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it may be recollected that in the tariff Order no. TAM P/40/2008-JNPT 
dated 25 February 2009 relating to fixation of upfront tariff for container 
handling terminal at the JNPT, this Authority has approved the norm of 1 
quay crane for every 83.33 metres of quay length for JNPT. based on the 
analysis furnished by JNPT. The JNPT had also, interalia. stated that the 
actual position in this regard prevailing in its other terminals also justified 
the position of 1 quay crane for every 83.33 metres of quay length, it is 
noteworthy that GTIPL itself had acknowledged the said position during 
the proceedings relating to the tariff Order dated 3 March 2010 vide its 
letter dated 27 January 2010, while justifying its action of acquiring 2 quay 
cranes in addition to its then existing fleet of 8 quay cranes. The upfront 
tariff guidelines of 2008, though not applicable in its case but the norms 
and formula adopted by GTIPL to calculate its capacity, clearly permit this 
Authority to adjust the norms indicated therein, based on the justification 
furnished by the Port Trust and the port specific conditions. Accordingly, 
the updated norm was approved based on the analysis of JNPT which in 
turn relied upon the position prevailing at the Port. Therefore, the norm of 
1 crane per 83.33 meters of the quay length is the standard applicable to 
JNPT as per the tariff guidelines of 2008, which is partially sought to be 
adopted by GTIPL to calculate its capacity. The fact relating to updated 
norms was within the knowledge of GTIPL, as the relevant upfront tariff 
passed for JNPT has been forwarded to GTIPL also, as it was consulted 
in the relevant proceedings. 

Considering the updated norm of 1 quay crane for every 83.33 metres of 
quay length, the number of quay cranes works out to 9 quay cranes at 
GTIPL. As such, the quay capacity at 70% level, works out to 1793510 
TEUs, as against the quay capacity calculated by GTIPL at 1395030 
TEUs. 

However, it is to be kept in view that the GTIPL has deployed 10 number 
of quay cranes and investment in all the 10 cranes had been recognised, 
based on the proposed of GTIPL, for allowing return in the last tariff 
Order. If deployment of 10 number of quay cranes, virhlch is the factual 
position at GTIPL, is taken into account, the optimal capacity of the 
terminal works out to 1992900 TEUs at 70% utilisation. Incidentally, the 
yard capacity is not a constraint at GTIPL. 

(b). Secondly, the GTIPL has made a mention that it has considered the 
Gross Block of Assets in its tariff proposal on the basis of approach 
artopled in fixation of tariff at NSICTPL in 2008. Clauses 2.9.1 and 2.9.2 of 
the tariff guidelines of 2C05. which are the relevant guidelines applicable 
to GTIPL. clearly stipulate that return will be on Net Fixed Asset (i.e. 
Gross Block minus Depreciation minus WIP) plus working capital. The 
NSICTPL Order of December 2008. which has been referred by GTIPL, 
again clearly states In paragraph 3(iv) that allowing return on gross block 
of assets cannot be automatic and It is to be seen in the light of reducirig 
progressively the quantum of pass through of revenue share in tariff 
computation. Unlike NSICTPL. GTIPL is not eligible even for partial pass 
through of revenue share in tariff, by virtue of the relevant condition in its 
Licence Agreement and clause 2.8.1 of the tariff guidelines of 2005 issued 
by the Government. 

Thus, except for the request made by GTIPL to consider its proposal on 
the basis of normative capacity and gross block of assets, the proposal of 
GTIPL follows the cost plus approach, as envisaged in the tariff guidelines 
of March 2005, though income, exp^diture and capital are restricted to 
the normative level of traffic. Tbe proposal of GTIPL Is, therefore, 
analysed following the tariff guidelines of March 2005. 

{\^. Clause 2.13 of the tariff guidelines of 2005 mandates review of the actual physical 
and financial performance of foe Major Port Trusts and private terminals at foe 
end of foe prescribed tariff validity period with reference to the projections relied 
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upon at the time of fixing the prevailing tariff. The Clause further stipulates for 
adjustment of 50% of the accrued benefit/ loss in the next tariff cycle, if review of 
actual physical and financial performance for the previous tariff cyde shows a 
variation of more than + or - 20%. 

The GTIPL has sought to contend that adjustment of past surplus in its case does 
not arise on the ground that its physical and financial performance during the 
period from 2009 to 2011 is within 20%. Extending the same logic, the GTiPL has 
not given effect to the adjustment relating to set off of unadjusted past surplus 
pertaining to the previous cycle to the tune of T5812.63 lakhs as assessed in the 
Review Order of GTIPL passed in November 2010. With regard to the contention 
made by GTIPL as mentioned above, the following points should be reckoned 
with: 

(a) . The Scale of Rates of GTIPL for the years 2006 to 2008 was initially fixed 

in August 2006 with a validity period till 31 December 2008. Subsequently, 
this Authority vide the Orders dated 27 March 2009 and 17 June 2009 
extended the validity of the then prevailing Scale of rates. The extension 
of the tariff validity beyond 31 December 2008 was subject to the 
condition of fully adjusting any additional surplus for the extended period 
in the tari^ to be set for the future period. Full adjustment of surplus 
earned after the expiry of originai validity period flows from the condition 
already set commonly for ail ports / terminals vide the general Order 
No. TAM P/23/2003'WS dated 30 September 2008. The GTIPL continued 
to operate at the Scale of Rates prescribed in August 2006 during the 
extended iarifi validity period. Hence, the question of adjustment of 
surplus only on account of estimate variation beyond the stated level does 
not arise for the year 2009 and the first three months of 2010. Therefore, 
analysis and treatment of the year 2009 and the first three months of 2010 
would not be governed by the stipulation contained in Clause 2.13 of the 
tariff guidelines of 2005. 

(b) . After the initial tariff Order of August 2006, the tariff for GTIPL was revised 

in March 2010 vide Order dated 3 March 2010. Since the entire year 2009 
and the first three months of 2010 were already over by the time the tariff 
Order of March 2010 was notified, the tariff fixed was valid from April 2010 
to December 2011, as can be seen from the cost statement attached to 
the tariff Order of March 2010. The tariff Order of March 2010 reiied upon 
the estimates for the period from April 2010 to December 2011 for 
determining the quantum of reduction effected over the (then) prevailing 
tariff. As per the stipulation contained in Clause 2.13 of the tariff 
guidelines March 2005, review of the actual physical and financial 
performance of the operator with reference to the projections, is, 
therefore, to, be carried out for the period from April 2010 to December 
2011 i.e. the period for which the estimates were relied upon at the time of 
fixing the existing tariff of GTIPL. 

(c) . Briefly put, the performance of GTiPL during the year 2009 and upto 

March 2010 are relevant only to assess the actual additional surplus, if 
any, earned by GTIPL, during the earlier extended period of tariff validity 
which is to be adjusted in future tariff, as per the condition already set in 
the extension Orders of GTIPL. At the cost of repetition, it is to be noted 
that the GTIPL had continued to operate the facilities during the said 
period at the tariff level fixed in August 2006, though the initial validity 
expired in December 2008. In view of this position, analysis for the year 
2009 and the first three months of 2010 would not be governed by the 
stipulation contained in Clause 2.13 of the tariff guidelines of 2005. 
Therefore, the results of the actual performance of GTIPL for the years 
2009, 2010 and 2011 cannot be treated in a uniform manner, as 
contended by GTIPL. 
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(d) . During the rcNrfew of tariff of GTIPL in March 2010, the actuals for the year 

2009 and the first 3 months of 2010 were not available at that relevant 
point of time. Therefore, the estimates for the said period were considered 
for the purpose of past period analysis in the tariff Order of March 2010. 
Hence, a need arises to replace the estimates for the year 2009 and the 
first 3 months of 2010 by the actuals for the said period and assess the 
actual surplus accrued over and above the admissible costs and 
permissible return. 

(e) . The position relating to adjustment of unadjusted past surplus to the tune 

of ?5812.63 lakhs in the tariff cycle commencing from the year 2012 
onwards is already a decision of this Authority as recorded at paragraph 
no. 13(ii) of the Review Order of GTIPL passed in November 2010. It is 
not a new decision arising out of any analysis of estimate variation relating 
to the period from 2009 to 2011 to be done now, as contended by GTIPL. 

(f) . In view of the above position, no case emerges to consider the position 

for the years 2009 to 2011 in a consolidated manner, as contended by 
GTIPL. Takingxinto account the position that the items of cost statements 
for the years 2009 to 2011 which are to be discussed are the same, the 
actual position for the years 2009 to 2011 is assessed together in the 
current exercise for the sake of convenience. However, the surplus for 
the year 2009 and for the first three months of 2010 and surplus for the 
period from April 2010 to December 2011 are dealt separately, as 
explained in the subsequent part of this analysis. 

(vi). Inspite of a specific request to GTIPL to furnish actuals for the period from 
January 2011 to October 2011, duly certified by a Chartered Accountant, the 
GTIPL has refused to furnish the requisite details on the ground that the Indian 
Statutory Accounts for the period January 2011 to December 2011 will be 
completed and audited only in the year 2012. This stand of GTIPL is contradictory 
and manifests its intention of not sharing details with this Authority, as in the past it 
has always been providing the requisite details called for in the earlier review of its 
tariff. When some other private terminals are able to furnish the certified accounts 
for part of the year, it is not clear as to why it is not possible for GTIPL to furnish 
its certified accounts for the part of the year 2011. In the absence of the actuals for 
the year 2011, the estimates furnished by GTIPL for the year 2011 are adjusted in 
line with the revised traffic estimates considered. The estimates for the year 2011 
would be replaced with actuals, in the next review of tariff of GTIPL, so as to 
determine the actual position of surplus/ deficit for the year 2011. 

(VII) The actual perfomnance of GTIPL during the years 2009, 2010 and 2011 is 
discussed below: 

(a) . As brought out earlier, this Authority in its Order of March 2010 had 

effected a 10% reduction in the then existing tariff of GTIPL with effect 
from 1 April 2010. This reduction was effected across the board except for 
the charges pertaining to the Inter Terminal Rail Handling Operations 
(ITRHO). Since the impact of the downward reviskm in tariff is reflected by 
the actual Income, the estimated income for the period from April 2010 to 
December 2011 (except the ITRHO income quantified to the tune of 
?1061.61 lakhs for the period of nine months of the year 2010 and 
^1415.48 lakhs for the year 2011 in the Review Order) is updated to 
reflect the reduction In tariff, so as to enable a correct comparison 
between the actuals and the estimates. 

(b) . The traffic was estimated at 1518034 TEUs for each of years 2009 to 

2011 in the last tariff Order. GTIPL has actually handled 1559879 TEUs 
and 1891105 TEUs during the years 2009 and 2010 respectively. GTIPL 
stated to have handled 1577242 TEUs during the period of 10 months 
of the year 2011. JNPT has informed that 1728651 TEUs have been 
hancfi&d by GTIPL during the period from January 2011 to November 
2011. Citing the roasan of the impact of the ongoing quay crane repairs at 
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the terminal, the GTIPL has estimated traffic of 1800000 TEUs for the 
year 2011. However, considering that GTIPL has already handled 
1728651 TEUs during the 11 months of the year 2011, as communicated 
by JNPT, there is no reason as to why the pro<rated traffic based on 
actuals for the 11 months of the year 2011 should not be considered for 
the entire year of 2011. As such, estimated traffic at 1885801 TEUs is 
considered for the year 2011. 

(c) . The operating income (net of rebate/ discount) as shown in the audited 

Annual Accounts for the years 2009 and 2010 is 736064.01 lakhs and 
740501.94 lakhs respectively. The Annual Accounts for the said years 
report rebates/ discounts to the tune of 71523.25 lakhs and 731.63 lakhs 
respectively. Ttie tariff fixing exercise cannot recognize the discounts/ 
rebates allowed by the private operator at his discretion. GTIPL has 
furnished workings to arrive at the actual income based on the volume of 
traffic under each category and the respective rates as prescribed in the 
SOR of GTIPL except for the storage income. The income so arrived at by 
GTIPL based on the Scale of Rates is considered. Incidentally, the 
income so arrived at, tallies with the income as per the audited accounts 
for the respective years. 

The income considered by GTIPL for the year 2009 is net of provision for 
credit notes to the extent of 752.90 lakhs as shown in the Annual 
Accounts for the year 2009. The GTIPL has clarified that the credit note is 
on account of transhipment volume rebate as per the then prevalent SOR. 
It Is seen that then prevalent Scale of Rates provided for granting rebate 
to transhipment volumes. Since the rebate flows from the prescription 
made in the Scale of Rates of GTIPL, its effect Is recognised In the 
analysis. 

The GTIPL has estimated operating income for the year 2011 for an 
estimated traffic of 18 lakh TEUs. Since the traffic estimates for the year 
2011 is considered at 1885801 TEUs, as explained earlier, the income 
estimates for the year 2011 as fornished by GTIPL has been revised on 
proportioi^ate basis. 

Further, from the above mentioned income arrived for the years 2009 and 
2010, the GTIPL has reduced an amount of 7345.51 lakhs and 7294 lakhs 
respectively being the amount paid by it to JNPT/ NSICTPL towards 
mixed train handling. The JNPT has reported the receipt of income from 
GTIPL towards mixed train handling to the tune of 7371.41 lakhs and 
7297.40 lakhs for the years 2009 and 2010 respectively. The receipts 
reported by JNPT on this account are seen to be higher than the amount 
considered by GTIPL in its income calculation. It is understood that the 
receipts reported by JNPT Is on accrual basis and the amount reported by 
GTIPL is on payment basis. Therefore, and keeping in view the position 
that the overall income reported by GTIPL which is net of payment made 
to JNPT on account of rail handling operations tallies with the audited 
annual accounts the position reported by GTIPL is relied upon. 

For the year 2011, the GTIPL has reduced an estimated amount of 773.82 
lakhs being the amount paid/ payable by it to JNPT/ NSICTPL towards 
mixed train handling. Since the traffic estimates of GTIPL for the year 
2011 has been revised, the estimated amount payable by GTIPL to JNPT/ 
NSICTPL towards mixed train handling is also revised on proportionate 
basis in tandem with traffic estimate for the said year. 

(d) . As seen from the Annual Accounts for the years 2009 and 2010, the other 

income stream of GTIPL Includes interest income from Fixed Deposits 
and Unsecured loans, Provisions written back which are no longer 
required. Foreign exchange gain, Interest on Income tax refund, Scrap 
sales, recovery from supplier penalty, profit on sale of assets, training 
services fee and miscellaneous Income. 
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The items of income namely Scrap sales, profit on sale of assets, 
recovery from supplier penalty and miscellaneous income appear to be 
arising out of normal operation of GTIPL. Therefore, these items under the 
head other income are considered In this analysis as was done in the 
earlier Order of March 2010, interest income Is not considered as part of 
income In fixation of tariff of major port trusts / private terminals. The 
exchange gain arising out of servicing of foreign currency loans are also 
not treated as part of income. 

The GTIPL has not considered the income from training service fee to the 
tune of T31.59 lakhs and ^.84 lakhs reflected in the audited annual 
accounts for the years 2009 and 2010 respectively. As reported by the 
GTIPL, the Income pertains to receipt on account of rendering 
consultancy services. However, the expenses related to the said service 
have not been excluded in the cost statement furnished by GTIPL. The 
GTIPL has not furnished any reason for excluding the said income. Since 
the income is accounted in the audited accounts and keeping In view that 
resources of GTIPL have been utilized, the income under the said head 
has been considered in the analysis. 

The GTIPL has treated the provision no longer required and added back 
to the extent of T145.45 lakhs and ?223.25 lakhs for the years 2009 and 
2010 respectively as part of ‘Other income’. Since provision kept for 
expenses is not treated as expenditure in the tariff fixation exercise, the 
provision added back to income is also not considered in this analysis 

The GTIPL has estimated Income to the tune of ?45.60 lakhs as 'Other 
income’ fbr foe year 2011, Considering the nature of ‘Other income’ as 
reported by GTIPL, the said ’Other income’ cannot be said to move in line 
with traffic. Therefore, foe ’other income' of T45.60 lakhs as furnished by 
GTIPL is considered without any change. 

(e) . For the reasons mentioned above and based on the position maintained 

In the earlier Order of March 2010, the interest expenditure, provision for 
doubtful debts and the foreign exchange loss are also not treated as an 
item of cost in the tariff fixation exercise. 

The operating expenses In foe Annual Accounts for the years 2009 and 

2010 reflect an amount of T93.05 lakhs and f83.07 lakhs respectively 
towards provision for contingencies. When asked to explain the nature of 
the said provision, the GTIPL has stated that foe provision is kept for 
refund on foe coastal containei^ on production of the requisite certiflcate 
Issued by foe Competent Authority. It is noteworthy that the GTIPL has 
not reported handling of any coastal containers during the ye are 2009 to 
2011, as seen from the income workings furnished by GTIPL for the said 
years. Since no coastal containers have been reportedly handled by 
GTIPL during foe years 2009 to 2011, the question of providing for refund 
in this regard does not arise. Nevertheless, if at all a situation arises for 
GTiPL to make refund on this account, then the financial effect can be 
accommodated in the next review of tariff of GTIPL. 

(f) . As recorded in paragraph no.11(viij)(c) of the Order of March 2010, 

equipment hire charges estimated at the rate of ?150/- per TEU for the 
year 2009 and escalation at the rate of 5.8% each for the yeare 2010 and 

2011 was considered subject to verification with actuals during the next 
review of tariff. Despite a request made in this regard to furnish 
documentary evidence In support of the rate of f"! 50/- per TEU incurred 
towards hire charges of equipment, the GTIPL has not furnished the 
documentary evidence. Since the expenditure incurred on account of hire 
of the said equipment is accounted in foe audited accounts of the 
operator, as confirmed by GTIPL, the actual equipment hire expenditure is 
ccMiSiciered. 
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(g) . In the tariff Order of March 2010, payment of technical service fee was 

allowed as an item of cost for the years 2008 to 2011 subject to the 
condition that the GTIPL at the time of next review would produce the 
Income tax assessment Orders for the years 2008 to 2011 to support the 
admittance of this expenses by the IT department. If such evidence is not 
produced by GTIPL, expenditure considered for the years 2008 to 2011 
was to be reviewed and fully adjusted in the next tariff revision cycle. 

The GTIPL has furnished the Assessment Order only with reference to the 
assessment year 2008-09. The GTIPL has stated that the assessment 
has been carried out only upto the financial year 2007-08 (Assessment 
year 2008-09). As seen from the Assessment Order furnished by GTIPL, 
the Income tax authorities have accepted the arm’s length price of the 
international transactions as reported by the GTIPL for the assessment 
year 2008-09. The Income tax authorities have allowed the Technical 
Service Fee as an item of expenditure in the past and it is assumed that 
the same will be allowed in the future. Relying on the statement made by 
GTIPL that assessment for the subsequent years have not yet been done, 
this Authority is inclined to treat TSF as part of operating costs for the 
years 2009 to 2011. Incidentally, the GTIPL has produced copies of the 
Transfer Pricing Memorandum for the financial years 2008-09 and 2009- 
10. These documents are only drafts and, therefore, not examined 
thoroughly. The position reported in the audited Annual accounts in this 
regard is relied upon. The GTIPL is advised to furnish copies of the 
Assessment Orders as and when they are obtained from the Income tax 
authorities. 

(h) . Preliminary expenses written-off to the tune of ?205 lakhs is considered 

for each of the years 2009 to 2011, as was allowed in the last tariff order 
of March 2010. 

(j). The audited Annua! Accounts for the years 2009 and 2010 report 
depreciation to the tune of T10931.45 lakhs and 711592.45 lakhs 
respectively, whereas the Cost statement furnished by GTIPL reflects a 
lower amount to the tune of 710687.48 lakhs and 711348.48 lakhs 
respectively for the said years. The GTIPL has explained that differences 
are on account of the Lease rental amortization and terminal rights 
adjustments as done by this Authority in its previous order. In this regard, 
it may be recalled that in the initial fixation of tariff of GTIPL in March 
2006, the amount of upfront payment alongwith the expenditure incurred 
on registration of License Agreement was decided to be written off over 
the remaining licence period of 28 years. The depreciation figures as 
furnished by GTIPL are stated to reflect this position and hence 
considered. 

(j). The net block of assets taken into account in this analysis is shown below: 


(7 in Lakhs) 


Particulars 

2009 

2010 

2011* 

Net Block of assets as in the Annual 
Accounts 

93092.29 

86940.69 

75754.01 

Less: WOV of terminal rights as per Annual 
Accounts 

2561.21 

2151.41 

1741.68 

Revised Net Block 

90531 08 

84789.28 

74012 33 

Add Terminal Rights balance as per our 
calculations 

3658 94 

3512.61 

3366 28 

Final Net Block 

94190.02 

88301.89 

77378,61 


* Estimates 


(k). The working capital position is analysed below: 

(i). The GTIPL has considered the actual sundry debtors reflected in 
the Annual Accounts for the years 2009 and 2010 In the cost 
statement also for the respective years. This is not in line with the 
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provisions contained in the tariff guidelines of 2005. As such 
Sundry Debtors is considered as NIL. 

(ii) . As per the common Order passed by this Authority dated 30 

September 2008, prepayments of certain expenses which flow 
from the provisions of the Licence Agreement can be considered 
as Sundry Debtors. 

As per the License Agreement entered by the GTIPL with the 
JNPT, the lease rentals are to be paid by GTIPL annually in 
advance. However, it is noteworthy that the advance payment wilt 
get adjusted against the rent payable for the respective month 
and at the year end, the entire advance gets adjusted. Hence, the 
average of the prepayment at 50% of the lease rental pertaining 
to a year is considered as prepayments of lease rentals forming 
part of current assets for the respective year. Such a position has 
been recognized in other relevant cases. 

(iii) . The tariff guidelines of 2005 prescribe a limit of six months 

average consumption of stores excluding fuel incase of items of 
Inventory. When asked to confirm whether Inventory for the years 
2009 to 2011 is calculated as per the norms prescribed in the tariff 
guidelines of 2005, the GTIPL has stated that the inventory is 
based on the annual accounts. However, cost statement shows 
Inventory at a lower level than the inventory figures shown in the 
audited annual accounts for the respective years. The inventory 
figures considered by GTIPL could not be verified in the absence 
of workings furnished by GTIPL, Inspite of a request made in this 
regard. In the absence of requisite details, the figures furnished by 
GTIPL towards Inventory for the years 2009 to 2011 are relied 
upon. 

(iv) . With reference to the cash balance, the GTIPL has sfoted that it 

has calcuiated the cash balance as per norms. As per the tariff 
guidelines of 2005, cash balance is to be allowed at one month’s 
cash expenses. However, the Cash balance considered by GTIPL 
is seen to be on a lower side for the given cash expenses. 
Therefore, the cash balance considered by GTIPL is modified to 
reflect the guideline position. 

(v) . The figures of current liabilities as given by GTIPL for the years 

2009 to 2011 is relied upon in the analysis. 

(l) . Subject to the above, the Working Capital works out to ?2623.13 lakhs, 

?2871.78 lakhs and ^989.52 lakhs for the years 2009 to 2011 
respectively. 

As such, Capital Employed comprising of Net Block of Assets and 
Working capital works out to ^96813.15 lakhs, 791173.67 lakhs and 
780368.13 lakhs for the years 2009 to 2011 respectively. 

(m) . In the last tariff Order of March 2010, Return on capital employed was 

allowed at 16% for the years 2009 to 2011. The same position is 
maintained while analyzing the actuals for the said years. 

(viii). A statement showing the analysis of the performance of GTIPL for the years 2009 
to 2011 is attached as Annex > 1 . As stated earlier, based on the estimated 
position for the year 2009 and the first 3 months of 2010, the quantum of past 
surplus was determined in the tariff Order of March 2010, to be set off in the future 
tariff cycle. To determine the actual amount of past surplus to be set off, the 
estimates for the year 2009 upto March 2010 which had been relied upon In the 
Review Order of November 2010 is replaced with actuals for the axTesponding 
period. 
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Based on the analysis of performance of GTIPL as discussed In the previous 
paragraphs, it is seen that as against the surplus of ^1909.99 lakhs estimated for 
the year 2009 and upto March 2010 in the Review Order dated 3 Nov ember 
2010, the actual surplus is f14160.62 lakhs. In other words, additional surplus to 
the tune of ^12250.63 lakhs has accrued to GTIPL as compared to the estimated 
surplus In the review Order of November 2010. 

As stated earlier, in the Review Order of November 2010, an amount of ?5812.63 
lakhs was left unadjusted to be set off In the next tariff cycle beginning from 2012 
onwards. It may also be recalled that in the tariff Order of March 2010 read with 
the Review Order of November 2010, two instalments of past surplus has already- 
been set off in the estimates for the year 2010 and 2011. Therefore, a sum of 
718063.26 lakhs (i.e. 712250.63 lakhs + 75812.63 lakhs) is to be set off over the 
balance period of 3 years, which is the tariff cycle of the years 2012 to 2014. 


(ix). (a). For the period from April 2010 to December 2011, a summary of the 

comparison of the actuals vis-d-vis the estimates considered in the last 
tariff Order is tabulated below: 


(7 in Lakhs ) 


Particulars 

Estimates relied upon In the 
Review Order 

Actuals 

% 

Variation 

2010 

(9 months) 

2011 

Total 

2010 

(9 months) 

2011 

ToUi 

Traffic (in TEUs) 

1138525 

1518034 

2656559 

1418329 

1885801 

3304130 

+ 24.38% 








Op. Income 

36123.95 

* 

48165.26 

* 

84289.21 

47195.19 

60696.45 

107891.64 

+ 28.00% 









Total Exps (Incl. 
Depn) 

27734.27 

37704.78 

65439.05 

25217.26 

34517.69 

59734.95 

-8.72% 


* The operating income estimates are moderated to reflect the across the board 
10% reduction effected in the then existing rates of GTIPL with effect from 1 April 
2010 (except for the income relating to the Inter Terminal Rail Handling 
Operations.) 


(b). The details regarding the actual Return earned by GTIPL on the Capital 
Employed are given in the following table: 


(7 In Lakhs) 


Particulars 

2010 

(9 

months) 

2011 

Average 

Actual Surplus before Return 
earned by GTIPL 

21977.93 

26178.76 

27518.11 

Actual Capital Employed 

68380.25 

80368 13 

04999.07 

Actual Return earned on capital 
employed 

32.14% 

32 57% 

32.37% 

Variation in Return on Capital 
Employed @ 16% 

100.88% 

103.56% 

n 02.31% 


(c) . As can be seen from the above tables, the variation in the physical 

performance is more than + 20%. The average additional surplus over 
and above the admissible cost and permissible return achieved by the 
GTIPL during the said period Is found to be 102 31 % 

(d) . As per clause 2.13 of the tariff guidelines, if review of actual physical and 

financial performance for the previous tariff cycle shows a variation of 
more than + or ~ 20% then 50% of such accrued benefit/ loss has to be 
adjusted in the next tariff cycle 
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It may be recalled that in paragraph no.10(F)(iii)(c) of the Review Order of 
GTIPL of November 2010, it has been recorded that in the tariff Order of 
March 2010, the traffic projections as furnished by GTIPL (without any 
traffic growdi) were relied upon and the additional investment on container 
handling equipment was also taken into account for the purpose of 
allowing return, subject to the condition that the effect of variation in traffic 
will not be considered in terms of Clause 2.13 of the tariff guidelines of 
2005 but would be adjusted fully. In the same paragraph, It was also 
clarified that the entire additional surplus vinll be considered for adjustnnent 
only if the variation between the estimated and the actual traffic pertaining 
to the period from April 2010 to December 2011 is more ttian + / - 20%. 
Since, the variation in the estimated traffic vis>d-vls actual traffic for the 
period fiom April 2010 to December 2011 is seen to be more than 20%, 
toe entire additional surplus of ^43.57 crores earned during the period 
from April 2010 to December 2011 is to be set off fully. 

(e) . As per Clause 2.13 of the tariff guidelines the past surplus is to be set off 

prospectively. The Guidelines do not explicitly mention the period during 
which the past surplus is to be set off. However, taking into account the 
position that in the last tariff Order of GTIPL of March 2010, the past 
surplus viras decided to be set off over a period of five years, this Authority 
is inclined to set off the surplus relating to the period April 2010 to 
December 2011 as assessed in the current exercise over a period of five 
years beginning from the year 2012 onwards. 

(f) . As stated earlier, surplus for toe period from April 2010 to December 2011 

has been assessed taking into account the estimates for the year 2011. 
The estimates for the year 2011 would, therefore, be replaced with 
actuals, in the next review of tariff of GTIPL, so as to determine the actual 
quantum of past surplus for toe year 2011. 

Clause 2.5.1 of the tariff guidelines of 2005 requires the traffic projections to be in 
line with toe projections in toe five year/ annual plan and the (xjrrent/ expected 
growth. Insptte of a specific request to furnish an alternate set of cost statements 
for the years 2012 to 2014, in the light of the actual/ estimated traffic and financial/ 
cost details for the year 2011 keeping in view the stipulations made in Clause 
2.5.1. of the tariff guidelines of 2005, the GTIPL has not furnished the requisite 
cost statement. In toe absence of the requisite details, the cost statement of 
GTIPL. for the years 2012 to 2014 have been constructed based on the revised 
estimates of tr^c, income, expenditure and capital employed for the year 2011 
as base. 

As stated earlier, GTIPL has considered traffic of 1395030 TEUs each for the 
years 2012 to 2014 based on the normative capacity based approach adopted by 
it. For the reasons stated earlier, the question of restricting the traffic at the 
capacity of the terminal assessed by GTIPL at 1395030 TEUs does not arise. At 
the same time, since the GTIPL has deployed 10 number of quay cranes and also 
taking into account the position that the operating cost and capital cost of all 10 
cranes are accommodated in toe cost statement, capacity of the terminal with 10 
quay cranes worits out to 1992900 TEUs at 70% utilisation. Incidentally, the yard 
capacity is not a constraint at GTIPL. 

It may be recollected that the GTIPL during the joint hearing has stated that it 
would be capable of handling above 2.1 million TEUs in the same facility if tariff 
increase is granted, as proposed by it. Even toe JNPT during the joint hearing has 
submitted that the capacity of GTIPL is 2.2 million TEUs as of 31 March 2011, as 
per the communication received from the Ministry. However, the GTIPL has 
disputed toe figure of 2.2 million TEUs. The difference In the optimal capacity 
determined by us and the capability of GTIPL to handle 2.1 million TEUs as well 
as the capacity assessed by the Ministry may perhaps be due to difforent 
parameters of efficiency considered by the respective parties. The capacity of 
1992900 TEUs given the deployment of 10 quay cranes as mentioned above is at 
70% utilization of the facilities. 
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The actual growth in container traffic during the years 2007 to 2011 has not been 
consistent. While the growth in the year 2006 as compared to traffic for the year 

2007 was 29%, tne growth in the year 2009 as compared to traffic for tne year 

2008 was around 2.50%, the growth in the year 2010 as compared to traffic for the 
year 2009 was around 21% and whereas there is a marginal reduction in traffic 
(estimated) for the year 2011 as compared to the traffic for the year 2010. Since 
the past trend of growth Is found to be erratic, the trend is not found useful to 
estimate the traffic growth for future. If a traffic growth of 3% year on year over the 
traffic for the year 2011 at 1885801 TEUs for the years 2012 to 2014 is 
considered, then the traffic estimates work out to 1942375 TEUs, 2000646 TEUs 
and 2060666 TEUs respectiveiy, which Is comparable to the optimal capacity 
based on the depfoyment of 10 quay cranes at 70% utilization. 

If at ali, there is h significant reduction in the actual traffic handled by GTiPL as 
compared to the baffle estimates relied upon now, it is open for the GTiPL to seek 
an ahead of schedule review of its tariff in terms of clause 3.1.8 of the tariff 
guidelines, 2008. 

(xii). The operating income estimated by GTiPL in the cost statement for the years 
2012 to 2014 is for a traffic of 1395030 TEUs. The estimated operating income for 
the years 2012 fo 2014 has been updated to reflect the traffic estimates of 
1942375 TEUs, 2000646 TEUs and 2060666 TEUs for the years 2012 to 2014 
respectiveiy for the said years. 

The GTiPL has f^tated to have applied an exchange rate of 744.96 per US$ to 
estimate the income from the dollar denominated tariff items. Normally, the dollar 
exchange rate prevailing at the time of finalization of the case in reference is 
considered as base to determine the income from the dollar denominated tariff 
items for the future period. However, given the sudden voiatiitty leading to sharp 
weakening of the Rupee vis-d-vis the US dollar, it may not be possible to say for 
certain that this position wiii continue for next three years. The average exchange 
rate for the last year was of 746.33 per US$, which is considered in the analysis 
for estimating of income from dollar denominated tariff items for the years 2012 to 
2014. in any case, exchange rate fluctuation may not be a significant issue in 
income estimation in this case since only limited tariff items are denominated in 
US$ terms. 

Therefore, from die income workings furnished by GTIPL. the Income from the 
dollar denominated tariff items like Restows, Hatch covers. Reefer and Shutouts 
have been updated with reference to the exchange rate of 746.33 per US$ for aii 
the years under consideration. 

inspite of a specific request, the GTiPL has not furnished workings to arrive at the 
income from the storage charges, it is to be noted that storage charges 
prescribed in the Scale of Rates of GTIPL are dollar denominated. In the absence 
of workings, the income furnished on this account for the year 2011 is updated 
with reference to the exchange rate of 746.33 per US$. 

From the workings for income furnished by GTiPL for the year 2011, it is seen that 
the GTIPL has considered inter Terminal Rail Handling Operations (iTRHO) 
income by considering 20% of the total traffic as iCD containers moved by rail 
which would attract the levy of 7400/- per TEU. Relying upon the percentage of 
ICD containers moved by rail, as furnished by GTIPL, the ITRHO income is 
calculated on the revised traffic estimates of GTiPL for the years 2012 to 2014. 
The income on this account thus works out to 71553.90 lakhs, 71600.52 lakhs and 
71648.53 lakhs for the years 2012 to 2014 respectiveiy. In addition, the GTIPL has 
considered the estimated receipts from JNPT and NSICTPL as share for mixed 
train handling of ICD containers at 782.42 lakhs for the year 2011. Since the 
receipts from other terminals do not have a bearing on the traffic of GTiPL, the 
same level of receipts is considered for the years 2012 to 2014. 

Thus, the estimated ITRHO income for the years 2012 to 2014 works out to 
71636.32 lakhs, 71682.94 lakhs and 71730.95 iakhs for the years 2012 to 2014. 
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No traffic of coastal containers for the years 2009 to 2014 is reported. 


By considering the revised esiimaled traffic for ‘"e years 2012 to 2014 as 
explained earlier and by considenng the Exchange rate °f ^4^3 per US$ the 
le^d income works out to W2633.40 iakhs, «4509.93 lakhs and ^66442.76 
lakhs for the years 2012 to 2014 respectively. 

The GTIPL has not furnished workings for the ‘Other inconne estimated to the 
tune of ?45.60 lakhs during the years 2012 to 2014. The estimated other income 
of ^45.60 lakhs for the year 2011 is maintained for the years 2012 to 2014 since 
‘Other income' cannot be said to move in line with traffic, in view of its nature. 

(xiii) Clause 2.5.1 of the tariff guidelines of 2005 requires that the expenditi^e 
projections of the major port trusts / terminal operators should be in line with traftic 
adjusted for price fluctuations with reference to current movement of Whole Sale 
Price Index (WPI) for all commodities annpunced by the Government of India. 
Accordingly, this Authority has decided to consider an escalation fartor of 6 « for 
the expenditure proiections in the tariff cases to be decided during the year 2011- 
12 as communicated to all the major port trusts and private terminal operators 
including GTIPL vide letter no. TAMP/27/2005-Mlsc dated 11 July 2011 

(xivV The Operating and Direct Labour Cost consists of cost relating to RTG operators 
man-power cost, lashing & securing cost and Hazardous cleaning cos . 


(a). RTG operators cost: 

The GTIPL has reported to have outsourced the operation and 
maintenance of RTGs based on a competitive bidding procedure. From 
the copy of Agreement dated 23 June 2009, it is seen that the agreement 
entered into by GTIPL is for a period of 9 years. As seen from the 
workings, the GTIPL has apportioned 55% of the RTG operations and 
maintenance cost under RTG operators manpower cost as direct labour 
cost and the remaining 45% under Repairs & Maintenance cost for me 
purpose of accounting the expenditure, instead of 1/3 and 2/3 being 
allotted in the tariff Order of March 2010. Nevertheless, the quanturn of 
allocation of the expenditure to two different heads made by GTIPL is 
considered since as the total expenditure is relevant for deciding the 
financial position for the three years under consideration. 

The rate of 11.50 Euro per hour considered by GTIPL for the year 2011 is 
seen to be after applying an escalation factor of 6% over the actual rate of 
10 85 Euro per hour considered by GTIPL for the year 2010. The 
Agreement entered by GTIPL in this regard for 9 years stipulates price 
escalation at the rate of 5% for the first year and 6% for the second year 
upto 31 May 2012. The rate of 11.50 Euro per hour for the year 2011 has 
been escalated by 6% each for estimating the expenditure under this 
head for the years 2012 to 2014, by GTIPL. which is in line with the 
escalation factor adopted by this Authority for the estimation of 
expenditure relating to tariff cases to be decided during the year 2011-12. 

The GTIPL has estimated the expenditure based on the exchange rate of 
?64 per Euro for the year 2011 and ^ per Euro each for the years 2012 
to 2014. The average exchange rate for the last year was ^64.46 per 
Euro, which is considered for estimating expenditure under the said head 
for the years 2012 to 2014, for the reasons brought out already. 

The payment to the contractor is based on the total RTG hours in a year, 
which is estimated at 234092 hours per annum by GTIPL for the year 
2011 Inspite of a query, the GTIPL has not furnished the basis for the 
estimated RTG hours of 234092 hours. It may be recalled that in the tanff 
Order of March 2010, a 10% improvement in the RTG productivity was 
considered on the ground that the output level for handling by RTGs then 
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reported by GTIPU at 14.08 TEUs per hour was found to be lower than the 
normative output level of RTGs at 20 TEUs per hour. Considering 204% 
handling as considered in the last tariff Order and reported by GTIPL and 
taking into account the estimated traffic of 2011, as given by GTIPL, it is 
seen that the output level for RTGs works out to around 15.68 TEUs per 
hour, which is only a marginal Improvement In productivity. Since the RTG 
output level at 15.68 TEUs per hour is still lower than the normative output 
level of RTGs at 20 TEUs per hour, a 10% improvement in the RTG hours 
for the years 2011 to 2014 is considered over the respective previous 
year, taking the RTG hours given by GTIPL for the year 2011 as base. 
The revised RTG hours per annum for the revised traffic is therefore, 
considered at 220726 hours, 205275 hours, 191568 hours and 179436 
hours for the years 2011 to 2014. 

The moderated estimated expenditure under this head works out to 
?893.50 lakhs, ?887.14 lakhs. ?877.58 lakhs and ?871.32 lakhs 
respectively for the years 2011 to 2014. 

(b) . Lashing and Securing Cost: 

Lashing and securing work has been outsourced by the GTIPL at a rate of 
?12.25 per box and the contract is valid for 2 years from January 2010 to 
December 2011. Inspite of a query, the GTIPL has not furnished the 
workings for the estimates of the said expenditure. The expenditure\for 
the years 2012 to 2014 estimated by GTIPL for traffic of 1395030 TEUs 
has been updated to reflect the expenditure for the revised traffic for the 
respective years. While doing so, the escalation factor of 6% per annum 
considered by GTIPL for estimating the expenditure for the years 2013 
and 2014, is maintained. 

(c) . Hazardous bund cleaning: 

It is understood that the cleaning and disposal of hazardous and non- 
hazardous bund have been outsourced to a private party. From the copy 
of the document furnished by GTIPL, though it is seen that the contract is 
valid upto June 2012, it is not found possible to correlate the rates 
mentioned in the document with the amount estimated by GTIPL for the 
year 2011. The expenditure for the years 2012 to 2014 estimated by 
GTIPL for the traffic of 1395030 TEUs has been updated to reflect the 
expenditure for the revised traffic for the respective years. While doing so, 
the escalation factor of 6% per annum considered by GTIPL for estimating 
the expenditure for the years 2012 to 2014, is maintained. 

(xv). The estimated Equipment running cost comprises of power cost, fuel cost and 

cost of repairs and maintenance. Each item of estimate is discussed in the 

following paragraph; 

(a). Power Cost: 

The GTIPL has maintained the actual average power consumption per 
TEU of 10.07 units per TEU for the year 2010 to estimate the power 
consumption for the years 2011 to 2014. 

The GTIPL has considered the unit rate of ?11.66 per unit for the year 
2011, which is supported by documentary proof and necessary workings. 
The GTIPL has also furnished the latest electricity bill for the month of 
October 2011 and workings to show that the unit cost of electricity is 
?12.36 per unit. Since the latest unit rate is available, the estimate of 
power cost furnished by GTIPL for the year 2011 has been updated to 
reflect the unit cost of electricity at ?12.36 per unit for the months of 
October to December 2011. The unit cost of electricity at ?12.36 per unit 
is taken as base and escalated by 6% per annum for the years 2012 to 
2014. 
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The fixed power costs estimated for the year 2011 has been taken as 
base and escalated by 6% per annum fcK the years 2012 to 2014, by 
GTIPL. The same position is relied upon in the analysis. 

(b) . Fuel Cost: 

The fuel consumption at 2.2007 litres per TEU, 2.2484 litres per TEU and 
2.2933 litres per TEU for the years 2012 to 2014 respectively has been 
estimated by GTIPL by considering an escalation of around 2% over the 
estimated consumption for the year 2011 at 2.119 litres per TEU. The 
estimates for the year 2011 itself has been escalated by around 14% over 
foe actual foel consumption of 1.86 litres per TEU for foe year 2010. The 
reason for the year on year increase in foe fuel consumption per TEU has 
not been justified by GTIPL. The actual fuel consumption of 1.86 litres per 
TEU for the year 2010 is taken as base and maintained for the years 2011 
to 2014. 

The unit cost of fuel considered by GTIPL at ^41.63 per litre for the year 
2011 is updated to the prevailing rate of ^45.28 per litre. The unit cost of 
fuel for foe year 2011 is escalated by 6% per annum for estimating the 
expenditure for the years 2012 to 2014. 

(c) . Repairs and Maintenance cost: 

The estimated repairs and maintenance cost for the year 2011 is 
escalated by 6% per annum for estimating the said expenditure for the 
years 2012 to 2014. 

(xvi). The estimate of equipment hire charges relates to hire of 25 numbers of tractor 
trailers for handling containers. The estimated pattern of usage of tractor trailers 
as given by GTIPL is 100% of the estimated throughput for movement upto 
container yard, 26% of the estimated throughput from yard to rail and around 12% 
of estimated throughput for inter-terminal transfer. The GTIPL has considered a 
hire charge of T108 per TEU for movement upto container yard and from yard to 
rail and has considered a hire charge of ?110 per TEU for inter-terminal transfer. 

The hire charge per TEU considered by GTIPL for the year 2011 is seen to be 
within the range of ?112 to ^9.50 per TEU as presaibed for slab wise structure in 
the copy of the Agreement furnished by GTIPL. Hence the rate per TEU of hire 
charge considered by GTIPL is relied upon. The estimates of equipment hire 
charges for foe year 2011 as given by GTIPL is updated to reflect the revised 
traffic of 1885801 TEUs for foe year 2011 and is taken as base to estimate foe 
expenditure under this head for foe revised traffic for the years 2012 to 2014 wifo 
6% escalation per annum. 

(xvii). The GTIPL has estimated lease rentals payable to JNPT at ?3609.91 lakhs. 
?3746.32 lakhs and ?3888.51 lakhs for the years 2012 to 2014 respectively. 
Though the GTIPL has furnished workings showing broad breakup of lease rent 
payable for different category of land and other assets, the break-up does not give 
details like area considered for different category of land and other assets and the 
unit rate therefor. The JNPT has confirmed that the estimates of lease rentals 
furnished by GTIPL are in order. The estimates of lease rentals are considered as 
fljrnished by GTIPL. 

(xvlii). Inspite of a request, the GTIPL has not furnished workings to arrive at the 
estimated Insurance cost for the years 2011 to 2014. The GTIPL has furnished 
copy of the Insurance policy document pertaining to the period from July 2010 to 
July 2011. However, the estimates of Insurance cost furnished by GTIPL at 
^96.43 lakhs, ^420.22 lakhs and ?445.43 lakhs for the years 2012 to 2014 could 
not be linked to foe Policy document furnished by GTIPL. The GTIPL is seen to 
have escalated the actual insurance cost for the year 2010 by 6% per annum to 
estimate the insurance cost for the years 2011 to 2014. The estimates of 
Insurance cost as furnished by GTIPL for the year 2011 is maintained for the 
years 2012 to 2014, in the absence of workings not being furnished by the GTIPL. 
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(xix) . As reported by GTIPL, the estimated other expenses relate to internal 

transportation, operational water, inventory differences, inventory written off, 
customs duty/ clearance on spare parts, shifting cargo/ vessel expenses, cargo 
claims/ recovered, operational lubricants etc. The GTIPL has not linked this 
expenditure to the projected traffic. The GTIPL has estimated the said expenditure 
at f251.02 lakhs, ?266.08 lakhs and ?282.05 lakhs for the years 2012 to 2014 
respectively, by applying an escalation factor of 6% per annum over the estimate 
of respective previous year, taking the estimates for the year 2011 as base. This 
position is relied upon in the analysis. 

(xx) . The payment of Technical Service Fee for the years 2012 to 2014 is not supported 

by any documentary evidence. Though the GTIPL has not furnished workings to 
arrive at the amount of Technical service Fee (TSF) estimated for the years 2012 
to 2014, it has requested to consider the current exchange rate for estimation of 
Technical Sen/ice Fee. 

Relying on the assessment made by the Income Tax authority regarding payment 
of technical sen/lce fee by GTIPL to the associated enterprises for the assessment 
year 2008-09, it can be reasonably presumed that such payment will be similarly 
treated for the years 2012 to 2014 also. However, In the absence of workings, no 
moderation Is carried out in the estimates of Technical Service Fee, with regard to 
the latest exchange rate. The estimates furnished by GTIPL for the years 2012 to 
2014 is relied upon, in this exercise, subject to the condition that the GTIPL at the 
time of next review would produce the Income tax assessment Orders for the 
years 2009 to 2014 to support the admittance of this expenses by the IT 
department. If such evidence Is not produced by GTIPL, the expenditure 
considered for the years 2009 to 2014 would be reviewed and fully adjusted In the 
next tariff revision cycle. 

(xxi) . The GTIPL has not separately claimed any allowance for efficiency gain, as it has 

maintained a stand of determining tariff with reference to the standard capacity of 
1395030 TEUs as assessed by it, with perhaps an assumption that the revenue 
contribution from the actual volumes handled above the standard capacity so 
determined by it, would be the reward for efficiency. The users are of the view that 
efficiency and efforts put in to achieve higher than the expected targets should 
always be rewarded. As such, the users have urged for ensuring recognition of 
efficiency of the terminal by way of rewarding the terminal. Efficiency gain is to be 
assessed and factored in future estimates in terms of Clause 2.4.1 of the tariff 
guidelines of 2005. 

Clause 2.4.1. of the guideline states that the benchmark for efficiency will be the 
average performance of the same operator at the same terminal achieved In the 
immediately preceding tariff cycle. For this purpose a comparison will have to be 
made of the cost reduction achieved by the operator in the immediately preceding 
tariff cycle with that of the tariff cycle, which preceded it. 

As such it is necessary to make a comparison of the relevant items of cost 
incurred during the years 2010 and 2011 (covered by the tariff Order of March 
2010) with the corresponding relevant items of actual cost Incurred during the 
years 2006 to 2008 (covered by the tariff Order of August 2006) and the year 2009 
which formed part of the extended period of validity of the August 2006 Order, as 
explained earlier. The computation of efficiency gain with respect to the cost items 
which are variable with traffic is explained herein under: 

(a). Power cost: 

The power consumption for the years 2006 and 2007 are not separately 
available from the earlier records. By considering the actual unit cost of 
electricity for the year 2008 at ?8.87 per unit, the power consumption for 
the years 2006 and 2007 is worked out at 15.75 units per TEU and 10.64 
units per TEU respectively. The power consumption for the year 2008 was 
13.73 units per TEU, as recorded in the March 2010 Order of GTIPL. The 
actual power consumption for the year 2009 as reported by GTIPL in the 
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current tariff review exercise is 9.55 units per TEU. Thus the average 
power consumption per TEU for the years 2006 to 2009 wortcs out to 
12.42 units per TEU. 

The actual power consumption for the year 2010 as well as the estimate 
power consumption for the year 2011 as reported by GTIPL is 10.07 units 
per TEU. Accordingly, there is a reduction In the power consumption per 
TEU by 2.35 units. It is to be noted that the estimates of power cost for the 
years 2012 to 2014 rely upon the power consumption of 10.07 units per 
TEU. 50% of the Efficiency gain at 1.17unlts per TEU at the escalated 
unit rate of electricity on the revised estimated traffic Is allowed for each of 
the years 2012 to 2014. 

<b). Fuel cost 

The fuel consumption for the year 2006 is not separately available. By 
considering the actual cost of foel for the year 2007 at ?35.39 per litre, the 
fuel consumption for the year 2006 is worked out at 4.60 litres per TEU. 
The foel consumption for the years 2007 and 2008 is 2.21 litres per TEU 
and 2.17 litres per TEU, as considered in the March 2010 Order of GTIPL. 
The actual fuel consumption as reported by GTIPL is 1.81 litres per TEU 
for the year 2009. Thus the average fuel consumption per TEU for the 
years 2006 to 2009 works out to 2.70 litres per TEU. 

The actual foel consumption as reported by GTIPL is 1.86 litres per TEU 
for the year 2010 and the estimated fuel consumption as reported by 
GTIPL is 2.119 litres per TEU for the year 2011. For the reasons recorded 
earlier, the fuel consumption for the year 2011 is also maintained at 1.86 
litres per TEU. Thus, the average fuel consumption per TEU during the 
years 2010 and 2011 is considered at 1.86 litres. Accordingly, there is a 
reduction in the foe! consumption per TEU by 0.84 litres. 50% of the 
Efficiency gain at 0.42 IHres per TEU at the escalated unit rate of fuel on 
the revised estimated traffic is allowed for each of the years 2012 to 2014. 
It is to be noted that the estimates of fuel cost for the years 2012 to 2014 
rely upon the fuel consumption of 1.66 litres per TEU. 

(c). Equipment hire charges: 

The per TEU equipment hire charges for the years 2006 and 2007 are not 
available. For the year 2008, the GTIPL has reported the hire charge at 
?100/- per TEU. As stated earlier, the GTIPL has neither furnished 
wofidngs nor furnished the documentary evidence to support per TEU hire 
charge for the years 2009 to 2011. The GTIPL has considered a hire 
charge of ?108 per TEU for movement upto container yard and from yard 
to rail and has considwed a hire charge of ?110 per TEU for inter-terminal 
transfer for the years 2012 to 2014. As per the stipulation made in the 
Guidelines, the benefit of Efficiency can be given to an operator only if it 
continues to project the future cost at a reduced level. The GTIPL is seen 
to have considered a higher rate for estimating equipment hire charges. 
Hence, Efficiency gain in respect of Equipment hire charges is not 
considered. 

Thus, the amount to be allowed on account of Wie Efficiency Gain in 
power and fuel together works out to TO89.56 lakhs, T752.86 lakhs and 
TO21.97 lakhs for the years 2012 to 2014 respectively. 

(xxii). The Management and Administration Overheads comprises of Salary of staff and 

the related Staff welfere expense, as seen from tfie details furnished by GTIPL. 
This item of expenditure is different from the Operating labour cost as the 
operating l^our cost Is with reference to the expenditure related to the RTG 
operators. The GTIPL has not linked the Management and Administration 
Overheads to the projected traffic and has estimated this expenditure for the years 
2012 to 2014 by considering an escalation of around 7.50% over the estimated 
expenditure of the respective previous years, taking the estimates for the year 
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2011 as base. To a query in this regard, the GTIPL has stated that the estimates 
of management and administration overheads include additional impact on 
account of increments to be given as per the Collective Bargaining Agreement 
(CBA) signed with the Internal Union. The GTIPL has furnished a copy of the 
Agreement dated 27 September 2011 which would be valid till March 2014. 
However, from the Annex forming part of the Agreement, it is seen that there is an 
increase in wages to the tune of 19% for the period from April 2011 to March 
2012, 15% increase from April 2012 to March 2013 and 13% increase from April 
2013 to March 2014, with respect to some category of employees only. In view of 
the above position, the Management and Administration Overheads as estimated 
by GTIPL for the years 2012 to 2014 is relied upon in the analysis, subject to 
verification of estimates with actuals in the next review of tariff of GTIPL. 

(xxiii). The General Overheads comprise of Repairs and maintenance of Office, 
Employee insurance, Food and Canteen Expenses. Training expenses, Office 
Repair charges, Office Electricity expenses, CISF Security fees, facilities 
maintenance. Conveyance, Printing & Stationary. Travel and Marketing Expenses, 
Communication Cost, Professional Charges - Audit Fess and Legal Charges! 
Hardware & Software Maintenance etc. GTIPL has estimated the said expenditure 
atT4679.59 lakhs, ?4960.36 lakhs and ^5257.99 lakhs for the years 2012 to 2014 
respectively, by applying an escalation factor of 6% per annum over the estimate 
for the year 2011. This position is relied upon in the analysis. 

(xxiv). Preliminary expenses written off to the tune of ^205 lakhs per annum for the years 

2012 to 2014 is in line with the approach adopted in the tariff Order of March 2010 
and relied upon in the analysis. 

(xxv). The GTIPL has not estimated any Finance and Miscellaneous Income and 
Expenditure for the years 2012 to 2014. 

(xxvi). Inspite of a specific request to furnish Form - 4A which gives details of Capital 
Employed with respect to the years 2012 to 2014, the GTIPL has not furnished the 
same. The net block of assets furnished in the Form - 4A for the year 2011 is 
taken as base and adjusted for depreciation, to determine the net block of assets 
for the years 2012 to 2014. The adjustment relating to Lease rental amorfzation 
and terminal rights adjustments as explained in the earlier part of the analysis, is 
reckoned with while arriving at the net block of assets for the years 2012 to 2014. 
it is relevant to mention here that inspite of a query in this regard, the GTIPL has 
not furnished details of additions to its gross block of assets, if any, for the years 
2012 to 2014. 

(xxvii). y\fQfkinq Capital: 

On the ground that the normative level of assets does not recognize Working 
capital as part of the Capital Employed, the GTIPL has not estimated Workings 
capital for the years 2012 to 2014. However, we have recognized Working capital 
on the following basis for the years 2012 to 2014: 

(a) . As already mentioned, prepayments of certain expenses which flow from 

the provisions of the Licence Agreement can be considered as Sundry 
Debtors. 

As per the License Agreement entered by the GTIPL with the JNPT, the 
lease rentals are to be paid by GTIPL annually in advance. Accordingly, 
as explained In the initial part of the analysis, 50% of the lease rentals for 
the years 2012 to 2014 have been considered as prepayments of lease 
rentals forming part of current assets for the said years. 

(b) . The tariff guidelines of 2005 has prescribed a limit of six months average 

consumption of stores excluding fuels incase of Items of Inventory. In the 
absence of requisite details, the level of Inventory considered for the year 
2011 by GTIPL is maintained for the years 2012 to 2014. 
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Cash balance has been calculated at one month's operating expenses 
including overheads. 


Tbe figure of current liabilities as relied upon for the year 2011 is 
maintained for the years 2012 to 2014. 


Subject to the above, the Working Capital works out to ^249.60 lakhs, 
?3451.08 lakhs and ^64.98 lakhs for the years 2012 to 2014 


respectively. 


fxxviii) Capital Employed comprising of Net Block of Assets and Working capital works out 
to ?68723.93 lakhs. ?57021.13 lakhs and ¥45330.75 lakhs for the years 2012 to 
2014 respectively. 

(xxix). As stated earlier, the optimal capacity of GTIPL has been assessed at 1992900 
TEUs. This assessment is for the purpose cf deciding the entitlement of GTIPL for 
the maximum permissible level of Return on Capital Employed as per Clause 
2 9.10 of the 2005 guidelines. Since the capacity utilization works out to more than 
60%, Return on the Capital Employed at the rate of 16% is allowed tor the years 
2012 to 2014. It is to be borne in mind that the capacity of 1992900 TEUs is the 
optimal capacity at 70% utilization. 


Subject to the above discussions, the Cost statement has been modified. The 
modified Cost statement is attadied as Annex - II. The remits disclosed in the 
Cost statement are summarized below: 


_ Particulars 

Operating Income 


Net Surplus 


2012 

626.79 


257.20 


Net Surplus as a percentage 41.03% 

1 of Operatin g Income _ 


2013 

645.56 

278.69 


43.17% 


2014 

664.88 

299.59 


45.06% 


(¥ in Crores ) 
Total 
1937.23 
83548 


43 09% 
(Ave‘'aae 


In view of the revenue surplus position even at the existing level of tanff after 
adjusting all admissible estimated costs and permissible return, depicted in the 
Cost statement, no case emerges for grantirrg any increase in tariff as propoMd 
by the GTIPL. There is Infact a strong case to effect a reduction in the existirig 
level of tariff at GTIPL to maintain the cost plus approach envisaged by the tariff 
guidelines of March 2005. 


(xxxi) The average net surplus position of 43.09% is with reference to the estimated 
operating income for the years 2012 to 2014 the existing tariff which includes 
the estimated income from rail handling operations of ICO containers (ITRHO) at 
¥1636.32 lakhs, ¥1682.94 lakhs and ¥1730.95 lakhs for the years 2012 to 2014 
respectively. Since the tariff for the ITRHO containers is governed by a separate 
tariff Order and commonly af^licable to all the terminals at JNPT, the reduction 
warranted by the cost position '^ll not be applicable on the existing rate of ¥400 
per TEU for ITRHO of I CD containers. Taking into account the net surplus of 
¥836.48 crores for the years 2012 to 2014 and considering the adjusted estimated 
operating Income of ¥1886.73 crores for the corresponding period, the average 
not surplus as a percentage of operating income works out to 44.28%. The 
existing tariff level is. therefore, reduced by 44.28% across-the-board. 


(xxxii). The proposal of GTIPL is not based on itemwise cost for each tariff item. The 
GTIPL was requested to furnish cost elements considered in the proposed 
charges. The GTIPL has expressed its inability to provide such Information, on the 
ground that it does not maintain separate cost details of the activities. Since the 
proposed tariff for individual senrices is not with reference to the cost of providing 
the respective services, it is possible that the deficrl in one component of operation 
is cross subsidized by the surplus in other components. The GTIPL is advised to 
gear up its internal system so that it can draw up its proposal supported by cost 
details for Individual activities at the time of next review of its tariff. 
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(xxxiii). The GTiPL has sought different percentage of increase for different tariff items for 
some or the other reasons. In this context, it is relevant to note here that if any 
increase in tariff is granted as sought by GTIPL, it would further increase the 
percentage of across the board reduction in tariff, as discussed in the earlier 
paragraph, owing to accrual of additional income from such higher level of tariff. 
Non prescription of higher rates as proposed by GTIPL would not, however, put 
GTIPL in a disadvantageous position for the reason that the cost position is 
analysed for the terminal as the whole and, as stated in the preceding paragraph, 
since the tariff for Individual services is not with reference to the cost of providing 
the respective services, flow of cross-subsidies between different component of 
operations will maintain the revenue equilibrium. 

(xxxiv).The GTIPL has proposed to have the tariff for normal empty container at par with 
the tariff of norma! loaded container. Similarly, it has proposed to have the tariff for 
empty transshipment container at par with the tariff of loaded transshipment 
container. Also, the GTIPL has proposed to prescribe the rates for empty ODCs at 
par with the rates for loaded ODCs. The reason being given that costs for handling 
empty and loaded container is almost the same and also because Clause 5.3 of 
the tariff guideline of 2005 stipulates that Charges for ship-shore handling and 
storage of loaded and empty containers will continue to be the same. 

With regard to the stipulation contained in the guidelines as mentioned by GTIPL, 
it is noteworthy that the guideline stipulates uniform rate for handling loaded and 
empty containers only with reference to a ship to shore transfer. However, incase 
of GTIPL, a consolidated rate has been prescribed for ship to yard transfer. In 
such a scenario, It m ly not be possible to extend the scope of the stipulation of 
the guidelines for ship to yard transfer, as proposed by GTIPL. 

The GTIPL has not established as to how the costs for handling empty and loaded 
container are the same. It is relevant to mention here that the Scale of Rates of 
the neighbouring terminals of GTIPL viz., JNPT container terminal and NSICTPL 
prescribe lower tarif/ lor the empty containers as compared to the loaded 
containers. The users liLe MANSA and SCI have objected to the proposal of 
GTIPL. In view of the above, this Authority is not in a position to approve the 
proposal of GTiPL for prescription of uniform rates for loaded and empty 
containers. 

(XXXV).In the existing arrangement, the reefer containers are treated at par with normal 
containers. For hazardous containers, a premium of 25% over the rates for normal 
containers is prescribed. Now, the GTIPL has proposed that the hazardous 
containers and reefer containers to attract 2 times the charges prescribed for the 
normal containers. 

For the proposal of GTIPL to treat the reefer containers at par with hazardous 
containers, the GTiPL has stated that every terminal has dedicated reefer stacks 
Just as the case for hazardous containers and that special care is to be taken for 
handling hazardous and reefer containers considering the associated risk factor 
involved in these containers. Also, as per clause 5.3 of 2005 Guidelines higher 
charges would be allowed for containers having hazardous goods, reefer and for 
any special services. 

Though Clause 5.3 of the tariff guidelines stipulate that higher charges would be 
allowed for containers having hazardous goods, reefer and for any special 
services. Clause 5.7.3 of the guidelines stipulates that premium to the extent of 
25% would be allowed incase of hazardous containers. Thus, by harmonious 
reading both the stipulations together, it appears that premium of only 25% can be 
allowed incase of handling hazardous containers. 


With regard to Reefer containers, it is relevant to mention here that the Scale of 
Rates of the neighbouring terminals of GTIPL viz., JNPT container terminal and 
NSICTPL treat reefer containers at par with normal containers. The users have 
also objected to the proposal of GTIPL. The additional income furnished by the 
GTIPL in this regard Is a combined position involving the Hazardous as well as 
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reefer containers. The financial implication for the reefer containers alone is not 
furnished. Therefore, this Authority is not In a position to accede to the request of 
the GTIPL to prescribe premium for handling reefer containers. The existing 
arrangement to treat the reefer containers at par with normal containers will 
continue. 

(xxxvi).The GTIPL has proposed to charge the ODC transhipment containers at twice the 
rates for the normal transhipment containers on the ground that as per the model 
Scale of Rates of TAMP, transhipment OOCs are eligible for double the rates 
applicable to normal transhipment containers. 

In this regard. It may be recollected that the GTIPL In their Review application 
which culminated in the tariff Order of November 2010 had, interalia, proposed to 
prescribe rates for transhipment ODCs at twice the rates for the normal 
transhipment containers. As recorded at paragraph no.10(G)(ii){d){ii) of the Order 
dated 3 November 2010, the tariff guidelines of 2005 do not stipulate a higher rate 
for handling ODCs. In the neighbouring terminals at NSICT and container terminal 
operated by JNPT, the rates prescribed for ODCs do not differentiate between 
transhipment ODC containers and other ODC containers. Additional efforts are 
involved in handling ODCs. However, the cost details are not quantified and 
furnished separately. The extra cost, if any, is in any case built into the 
expenditure estimates for the terminal as a virtiole. This Authority was, therefore, 
not in a position to accede to the request made by GTIPL in this regard, at that 
point of time. The GTIPL was advised to propose higher charges for handling 
transhipment ODCs in the next review of tariff of GTIPL, supported by cost details, 
if it so desires. 

Even now, the GTIPL has not furnished the cost details as sought by this Authority 
in the earlier occasion, to justify the presaiption of higher rates for handling 
transshipment ODCs. In this backdrop, this Authority is not Inclined to accede to 
the request made by GTIPL in this regard. 

(xxxvii).The GTIPL has proposed a 29.50% increase in the rates for Opening of 
Hatchcover and replacing it (Section 5), Restows (Section 6) and Shut outs 
(Section 7), dVer the existing tariff so as to have the rates at par with that of 
NSICTPL for similar services. 

To have similarity In the rates for similar services rendered at other terminal 
cannot be a ground to seek a higher increase in tariff. It may have to be borne in 
mind that rates for services rendered at a particular terminal are arrived based on 
the terminal’s cost position. At the same time, if the proposal of GTIPL is 
supported with cost justifications wHh reference to its terminal, its truest can be 
processed. However, Inspite of a request, the GTIPL has not furnished any cost 
workings in support of its proposal. The proposal of GTIPL seeking a higher 
percentage of increase in the r^es for Hatchcover, Restows and Shut outs, is not 
acceded to. 

(xxxviii).The GTIPL has proposed 94.28% increase in the existing rates for Reefer 
Monitoring and Connection (Section 8) In view of the substantial hike in electricity 
cost due to change in the tariff category of GTIPL from industrial to commercial. 
The GTIPL has also stated that with the proposed increase in tariff, the rates for 
the said service would almost be at par with that of NSICTPL for similar service. 

In this regard, it may be recollected that the GTIPL in their Review application 
which culminated In the tariff Order of November 2010 had, inferalia, proposed 
higher charges for Reefer connection on the ground of increase in the electricity 
cost. As recorded in paragraph no.10(G)(ii)(b) of the Order dated 3 November 
2010, the basis for the proposed increase in the charges for Reefer Monitoring 
and Connection is stated to be on account of higher electricity consumption and 
increase in unit rate of electricity. However, since the expenses related to handling 
reefer containers had already been captured in the tariff Order of March 2010 and 
also since no new position was been brought out by GTIPL then, warranting 
increase in the charges for Reefer monitoring and connection, this Authority had 
not acceded to the request made by GTIPL then. 






Now, an electricity cori^^mption of 10.07 units per TEU has been considered in 
the analysis, as f^ished by GTIPL, to determine the power costs for the years 
2012 to 2014 apart from the allowance for efficiency gain. The per unit cost of 
electricity at ^12.36 per unit for the year 2012 has also been considered based on 
the documentary evidence furnished by GTIPL. The expenses relating to the 
Reefer containers have already been captured In the cost position of the terminal 
as a whole. No other justification has been furnished by GTIPL in support of its 
proposal seeking a higher increase in tariff for the Reefer monitoring and 
connection. The proposal of GTIPL in this regard is not approved. 

(xxxlx).The existing Scale of rates prescribe Reefer Monitoring and Connection charges on 
4 hourly basis. In the proposed Scale of Rates, in addition to the existing 
arrangement, the GTIPL has proposed charges for Reefer Monitoring and 
Connection on per day basis also for having uniformity in the billing process. 

In the Scale of Rates of ail other major container terminals in India, the rates for 
Reefer Monitoring and Connection has been prescribed on four hourly basis, in 
line with the Clause 5.7.1 of the tariff guidelines of 2006. The GTIPL has not 
explicitly brought out the occasions when the GTIPL would like to invoke the levy 
on per day basis. Prescription of different levies for the same service in the Scale 
of Rates would lead to confusion, apart from the proposal not being in line with the 
guideline position. This Authority, therefore, allows the existing arrangement of 
prescription of levy for Reefer Monitoring and Connection on four hourly basis, to 
continue. 

(xL). The GTIPL has proposed to introduce a new Note no. 4 under Section - 8 stating 
that for reefer containers if the return air temperature at the time of gate in is 
having a variation of more than 5® C as compared to the sdt temperature, then the 
plugging charges will be doubled. While responding to a query In this regard, the 
GTIPL has stated that a reefer container and the reefer machinery is basically 
designed to maintain a temperature which is referred to as set temperature 
depending on the perishables that are stuffed in the container. Improper Cargo 
Stuffing at a temperature higher than the set temperature leads to the reefer 
container machinery to bring down the temperature to the set temperature. As 
such, the GTIPL has proposed the said conditionality to ensure that the cargo 
stuffing for reefer containers are adhered to as per International Standards. 

The GTIPL has not explicitly brought out as to how such a situation was dealt by it 
in the past. Moreover, there is no prescription of a similar conditionality in the 
Scale of Rates of any other major container terminals in India. The GTIPL has not 
brought out any special circumstances warranting the need for a specific 
prescription in this regard at its terminal. This Authority, therefore, is not in a 
position to approve the proposed conditionality. 

(xLi). The GTIPL has proposed a new tariff Item under Section 8(ii) towards Pre-trip 
Inspection including supply of electricity at US$ 47.68 per move. As mentioned by 
GTIPL, Pre trip inspection (PTI) is an optional service which is done at the request 
of the users to check reefer machinery preparedness before handing over empty 
reefer unit for cargo stuffing. In response to a query in this regard, the GTIPL has 
expressed Its inability to furnish the cost justification for the proposed rate. In the 
absence of the cost details, the Authority is not in a position to approve the 
proposed rates for Pre-trip Inspection. 

(xLii). The existing rate for fixing of bottle seals has been proposed to be increased by 
300% i.e. from the existing rate of ?200/- to ^800/- by GTIPL. The GTIPL has 
stated to have proposed the increase so as to discourage and to have a deterrent 
effect, thereby preventing the containers from entering the terminal without seals 
which is against the law. 

The users like SCI and MANSA have objected to the said increase in the rates. 
However, considering the position that the proposed levy is penal in nature, the 
proposal of GTIPL is, therefore, approved. 
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(XLiii). The conditionality relating to the levy of ‘One door Open charge’, as approved in 
the Order dated 3 November 2010 of GTIPL is reinstated In the proposed Scale of 
Rates of GTIPL. 

(xLIv). The GTIPL has proposed a 13.87% increase in the dwell time charges of Loaded 
Import containers so as to make the rates comparable to that prevailing at 
NSICTPL. Similarly the GTIPL has proposed to reduce the existing 3 free days to 
zero, and has also proposed a 30% hike in the dwell time charges relating to 
Empty Import and Export containers, so as to make the rates and structure at par 
with NSiCTPL. The GTIPL has also proposed a reduction in free days of iCD - 
Loaded and Empty Import and Export containers moved by raii from the existing 
10 days to 7 days. 

The GTIPL has also not quantified the additional income to be generated on 
account of the proposed changes due to non availability of dweW time analysis. As 
stated earlier, to have similarity In the rates for similar services rendered at other 
terminal cannot be a ground to seek a higher increase in tariff. The rates for 
services rendered at a particular terminal are to be arrived based on the terminal's 
cost position Since the GTIPL has not furnished any cost details in support of its 
proposal, the proposal of GTiPL with reference to the above mentioned tariff items 
are not approv»t. 

(xLv). In the existing arrangement, the hazardous containers attract 1.25 times the dwell 
tkne charges of the normal containers. Now, the GTIPL in the Notes relating to the 
levy of storage charges has proposed that the hazardous containers and reefer 
containers to attract 2 times the dwell time charges of the normal containers. 

Prescription of premium for hazardous containers is governed by the stipulation 
contained at Clause 5.7.3 of the tariff guidelines of 2005 and hence the storage 
rates for hazardous containers cannot be prescribed at twice the rates for normal 
containers, as proposed by the GTIPL. With regard to the prescription of higher 
storage rates for reefer containers, for the reasons mentioned earlier, the proposal 
of GTIPL is not approved. 

(xLvl). In line with clause 2.18.2 of the tariff guidelines, the proposed note relating to 
penal interest for delayed payment by users/ refund by GTIPL has been modified 
to reflect the prevailing Prime Lending Rate of State Bank of India at 14.75% plus 
2 %. 


11 . In the result, and for the reasons give above, and based on a collective application 

of mind, this Authority approves the revised Scale of Rates of the GTIPL which Is attached as 
Annex- III. 


12.1. The GTiPL has requested to make effective their tariff Order after expiry of 30 

days from notification or to continue writh the existing rates till new tariff guidelines are announced 
by the Government. In this connection, it is stated that tariff review has to be undertaken when 
due and by following the tariff guidelines that are in force at the material time. Therefore, this 
Authority is not in a position to accede to the request of the GTIPL to continue with the existing 
rates tili new tariff guidelines are announced by the Government. 

As per the stipulation made in Clause 3.2.8 of the tariff guidelines of March 2005, the revised/ 
modified charges will come into effect after expiry of 30 days from the date of gazette notification, 
unless otherwise different arrangement is specifically mentioned in the respective tariff orders. The 
30 days lead time for implementation of the Orders is not a mandatory time limit stipulated by the 
Guidelines. It is only a default time limit prescribed for implementation of a tariff Order, If this 
Authority does not set any other time limit. In the past also, this Authority has prescribed lead time 
shorter than 30 days. Considering the fact that the validity of the existing tariff has already expired 
with effect from 31 December 2011 the revised Scale of Rates and conditionalities of the GTIPL 
will come into effect after expiry of 15 days from the date of notification in the Gazette of India and 
would be in force till 31 December 2014. The approval accorded would automatically lapse 
thereafter unless specifically extended by this Authority. 
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12.2. The validity of the existing Scale of Rates of the GTIPL Is deemed to have been 
extended beyond 31 December 2011 till the effective date of implementation of the revised Scale 
of Rates. 

12.3. This Authority has relied upon the estimates for the years 2012 to 2014. Additional 
surplus, if any, arising due to variation in actual performance in the said years will be governed by 
the provisions of Clause 2.13 of the tariff guidelines of 2005 In the next review. 

12.4. The tariff of the GTIPL has been fixed relying on the information furnished by the 
operator and based on assumptions made as explained in the analysis. If this Authority, at any 
time, during the prescribed tariff validity period, finds that the actual position varies substantially 
from the estimates considered or there is deviation from the assumptions accepted herein, this 
Authority would require GTIPL to file a proposal ahead of the schedule to review its tariff and to 
set-off the advantage as per the revised tariff guidelines accrued on account of such variations in 
the revised tariff. 

13. In this regard, the GTIPL is required to furnish to this Authority its annual accounts 

and performance report within 60 days of closing of the respective accounting year. If GTIPL fails 
to provide such information within the stipulated time period, the JNPT may initiate appropriate 
action against GTIPL. In the event, this Authority would proceed suo motu to review the tariff of 
GTIPL. This apart, analysis of variation may also be made at the time of the next general review 
at the end of the usual tariff validity period and adjustment of additional surplus would be made In 
line with the tariff guidelines of March 2005 in the tariff to be fixed for the next cycle. 


RANI JADHAV, Chairperson 
[ ADVT 111/4/143/11 /Exty.] 
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Gateway Terminals India Private Limited (GTIPL) 

Analysis of performanca of GTIPL for the years 2009 to 2811 


Estimates relied upon in the tariff Order of March 
2818 as revised In the Order of Novendrer 2816 


pPAKT IIT-Sbc, 4] 


Amittt' I 

V In lakhs 


Traffic (In TEUs 


Total OperaUng Income 


Container h indling income 


Other Income 


Oporahng Costa (eiicludina depreciation 


aUnq A Direcl Labour 


Equipmenl Running Costs_ 


Equipment Hue_ 


Lease Rentals _ 


Insurance 


Other expenses _ 


Technaal Service Fee 


2009 


1518034 


53359 


0 


Total I $3359 68 


766.60 


5428.1 


3142.3 


3234 26 


476 71 


363 6 


1488 9 


Total I 14900 70 


Depredation 


Overheads _ __ 


Management & Administration overheads _ 


General Overheads 


Preliminary expenses & Upfroni Payment write-off 


~ Total 


Operating Surplus (I) - (H)- (III) - (IV) 


Finance & Miscellaneous Income (FMI) 


Fmancs & Miscellaneous Expenses (FME) 


FMI Less FME (VI) - (VII) 


Surpiue Before Interest and Tax (V)*(VIH) 


C^al Employed 


Retian on Capital Employed 


Net Surptue / (Deficit) (IX) • (Xi) 


Xin lAdluetment of past amplus earned during die 
Ipertod from 2068 upto M arch 2818 


3023 2 


4765 71 


205. 


7993.9 


18011.67 


0 


00 


0.00 


16811.6 


2811 


11385251 1518034 


831.1 


838 5 


126 0 


96 1 


390 91 


3820 4 


799 66 


1260 53 


51.2 


4096.1 


0-0 


0.0 


8.6 


4095.1 


23118.5 


3698. 


399.2 


8.8 


2398 97 


3781 59 


153 75 


6334 31 




2 


1891105 


36123 95 

48185.21 

000 

0-0 

36123 95 

49165.2 


527.36 


4085.23 


2493.44 


2515.71 


376.27 


288.54 


1172.74 


11461.29 


9938.671 12880.6 


55207 66 

62824.51 

9344 

102.41 

55301 10 

62926.92 


3384 16 


5334 56 


205 0 


8923.71 


0.0 


0.0 


8.8 


8388 88t 10460 4 


69355 601 80655 7 


11096 90 


•2707.22 


Ei3i 


2143.03 

2657.31 



-594.19 

412.9 


25971.691 29383.91 


2811 * 


1885801 


4049 221 4754 071 5346 49 


2277 811 2693 651 2815 12 


3231 67 


395 40 352 82 


223 41 


1300-001 2807 35l 1300.00 


12038.651 15172 551 14620.50 


10687.481 11348 481 12167.68 


2682.25 

2816.80 

3109.60 

3714.73 

4080.18 

4414.71 

205.00 

205.00 

205 00 


25971 S9| 29383.91 


98813 151 9117367 


15490101 14587 79 


10481.591 14715.12 


26178.76 


0 0 


0.0 


8.80 


28176.76 


80368.13 


12858.90 


13319.85 
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Gateway Terminals India Private Limited (GTIPL) 

Conselldated IncomB S Cost statement for the private te^mlna^ 


Annex - li 


iTraffic fin TEUs 
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GATEWAY TERMINALS INDIA PRIVATE LIMITED 

Scale Of Rates 


I. Definitions:- 

l.l’GTI” or “Terminar means GATEWAY TERMINAL INDIA PVT. LTD. 


1 2 -Coastal Vesser shall mean any vessel exclusively employed in trading between any port or India 

to any other port or place in India having a valid coastal license issued by the competent authority. 


1 .SToreign Vessel" shall mean any vessel other than a coastal vessel. 

1.4-Container" means the standard ISO container, suitable for transport and stacking of cargo and must be 
capable of being handled as a unit and lifted by a crane with a container spreader. 

1.5“Full Container Load (FCL)" means a container containing cargo belonging to one consignee in the 
vessels manifest. 


rS-Less than Container Load (LCL)" means a container containing cargo belonging to more than one 
consignee in the vessels manifest. 


1 7‘Free period” shall mean the period during which cargo/ container shall be allowed storage free demurrage 
charges / ground rent and the period shall exclude Customs notified holidays and Terminals non-operating 

days. 

1.8 “Hazardous container" means a Container containing hazardous goods as classified under IMO. 


1.9 ‘Over Dimensional Container (ODC)' means a Container carrying over dimensional ca^o teyond the 
normal size of standard containers and needing special devices like slings, shackles, lifting beam, etc. 
damaged Containers (including boxes having comer casting problem). 

1.10 "Port" shall mean Jawaharlal Nehur Port Trust. 

1.11 .-Reefer Container” shall mean a refrigerated Container used for carriage of perfshafe goods and 
provisions for electrical supply to maintain the desired temperature. 

lia-ICD" means Inland Container Depot. 

1.13“Per day" means per calendar day or part there of. 

1 14“lmport container" means a container discharged from one vessel, stored in GTl and transported out 
through Road or Train. 

1.15 "Export container- means a container arrived by road or Train, stored in GTl and loaded on the assigned 
vessel. 

1.16 -Transhipment container means a Container discharged from one vessel, stored in the container yard, 
and transported through another vessel. 


1.17‘Shut Out Container means a container that entered the temninal as export for a vessel as indicated by 
VCN/VIAN and is not connected to the vessel for whatsoever reason and is lying in the container yaru. 

1.18 “Back to Town container" shall mean a container entering the terminal for export for a specific vessel 
voyage but unable to be exported for some reason and removed from the terminal. 



[w\ in—Tsr^4] 


'TOT ^ XTjfTjl : 


107 


1.19 “VCN" means Vessel Call Number 

I. 20“VIAN” means Vessel Identification Advice Number. 

II. The following consolidated charges for handling and movement of containers shall be payable by 
the Shipping Lines I Agents of Vessels or Cargo Agents for services rendered In resepct of containers 
and containerized cargo passing through the terminal 

SECTION -1 CHARGES FOR ALL NORMAL AND REEFER CONTAINERS. 


A. Ship to yard/ yard to shit 
I Particulars. 


Loaded Container 
20 ' 

40' 

Over 40' 


iCD Container 
20 ' 

40’ 

Over 40’ 


Empty Container 
20 ’ 

40' 

Over 40' 


)ort crane. _ 

Foreign-Going (INR 


Coastal (INR 


1,538.54 

2,307.81 

3.077.08 


1,538.54 

2,307.81 

3.077.08 


1,242.67 

1,864.00 

2,485.33 


923.12 

1,384.69 

1.846.25 


923.12 

1,384.69 

1,846.25 


745.60 
1 118.40 
1.491.20 


B. Yard to Rail/Rail to Yard for iCDs only 


Particulars. 


ICD Container ( Loaded & Empty) 
20 ' 

40 

Over 40’ 


Foreign-Going (iNR 



769.27 

1,153.91 

1,538.54 



Note: Normal containers are the general type containers, not falling under any special categories mentioned 
subsequently 



1 CjIu - f ‘5 
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Note:- 

A container originally declared as transhipment container, subsequently moved by rail or road will lose its 
identity as a transhipment container and shall be treated as normal import container and the prescribed 
charges as applicable shall be payable. 

SECTION - 3 CHARGES FOR ALL HAZARDOUS CONTAINERS 



Ship to yard using port crane. 
Particulars. ^ 


Loaded Container 
20 ' 

40' 

Over 40' _ 


ICD Container 
20 ' 

40 

Over 40 _ 


Transshipment Container 
20 ’ 

40' 

Over 40' 


Forelon-Going (INR 


Coastal (INR 


1.923.18 

2.884.76 

3.846.35 


1.923.18 

2,884.76 

3.846.35 


2,219.05 

3.328.57 

4.438.10 


1,153.91 

1,730.86 

2.307.81 


1,153.91 

1,730.86 

2.307.81 


1,331.43 

1,997.14 

2.662.86 



6. Yard to Rail for ICDs on! 


Particulars. 


ICD 

20 ' 

40’ 

Over 40' 


Forelah-Gol 



887.62 

1,331.43 

1.775.24 



C. Yard to Truck 

Parficulare. 


Loaded 

20 ’ 

40' 

Over 40' 


Foraign-Goi 


295.87 

443.81 

591.75 


Coastal (INR 



SECTION - 4 CHARGES FOR ALL OVER DIMENSIONAL CARGO CONTAINERS. 


A. Ship to yard using port crane. 

l4rticularsT T 


Loaded 

20 ^ 

40f 

Over 40* _ 


ICD 

20 ' 

40* 

Over 40* _ 


Transshipment 

20 * 

40' 

Over 46 


Empty 

20 ' 

40’ 

Over 40’ 




Coastal (INR 


3.077.10 
4,615.62 
6.154 20 


3,077.10 

4.615.60 

6.154.20 


3.077.10 

4,615.65 

6.164.20 


2.485.33 

3,728.00 

4.970.67 


1,846.40 
2,769.70 
3,692.90 


1,846.40 

2,769.70 

3.692.90 


1,846.40 

2,769.70 

3.692.90 


1,491.20 

2,236.80 

2,982.40 
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C. Yard to truck 



SECTION 6 • HATCHCOVER OF VESSELS 

Opening hatchcover and replacing It {charge per hatchcover) 


Particulars. 

FofsUin Going Veeeele (USD) 

Coastal Vessels (INR) 

A When plaang the hatchcover oi 
D Without placing the hatchcover 

36 56 

1,016.24 

14 62 

406.49 


Note; If only one operation is carried, half of the hatch cover handling charnges as above shall be levied 


SECTION $ > RESTOWS FCU & MTs 
Shifting containers within the veaeel (per move) 


A. Hatch to Hatch shifting 


Particulars. 

Foreign Going Vessels (USD) 

Coastal Vessels (INR) 

FCL & MT 20' 

12 19 

338.75 

FCL & MT 4C‘ 

IS 28 

508.04 

FCL a MT > 40' 

24 37 

677.49 


B. Other than A. 


Particulars. 

Foreign Going Vessels (USD) 

Coastal Vessels (INR) 

FCL & MT 20‘ 

48.74 

1354.98 

FCL&MT40' 

73.12 

2032.47 

FCL & MT > 40‘ 

97.49 

2709.96 


SECTION 7 ^ SHUT OUTS 


A Shutouts Charges 

Foreign Going Vessels (USD) 

Coastal Vessels (INR) 

FCL & MT 20' 

24.37 

1129 15 ^ 

FCL&MT40" 

36.56 

1693 73 

FCL& MT >40’ 

48.74 

2258 30 

B. Transportation of shutout 
containers 

Foreign Going Vessels (INR) 

Coastal Vessels (INR) 

FCL & MT 20' 

887 62 

887.62 

FCL & MT 40' 

1,331 43 

1,331.43 

FCL & MT >40' 

1.775.24 

1,775.24 
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Note: Shut out charges as given above shall apply if -1. the vessel nomination is changed 2. If the vessel 
nomination is changed from a later vessel to an earlier vessel after the earlier vessel is berthed 


SECTION 8 -REEFER MONITORING AND CONNECTION 


1 lun o -f\ccrcn niwni i 

Particulars. 

Forelqn-Going (USD) 

Coastal (INR) 

FCL & MT 20' 

FCL & MT 40' 

FCL & MT >40' 

2.43 

3.65 

4.86 

112.58 

168.87 

225.16 


Note: 

1. The above charges are for a period of 4 hours or part thereof 

2. Additional electricity charges at the prescribed rates vi/ill be applicable in the case of reefer restows also. 

3. The tariff presribed above does not indude parameter setting or repair & maintenance of malfuntioning 
reefers 


SECTION 9 - OTHER SERVICES 


a' Shifting of containers within the terminal for customs inspections or any other purpose, and 


subsequent loading of containers for delivery 


Particulars. 

INR 

FCL 20’ 

1 005 97 

FCL 40' 

1 508 95 

FCL Over 40' 

2.011.94 

MT 20' 

1.005.97 

MT 40' 

1,508.95 

MT Over 40' 

2.011.94 


Other purposes include for change in the POD. weight, category, status and exit mode and iCD containers 


without details. 


or for anv other purpose by prior arrangement. 

INR 

FCL 20' 

118.35 

FCL 40' 

177.52 

FCL Over 40’ 

236.70 

MT 20' 

118.35 

MT40' 

177.52 

MT Over 40 

236.70 


Particulars 

INR 

Fixing of bottle seat 

800.00 

Breaking of sea! 

111.44 




Particulars 

FCL & MT (USD) 

20' 

48.74 

40’ 

73.12 

Over 40' 

97.49 


E.Charges for vessel overstay beyond 2 hours 
after completion of operation - rate in INR per hour 


F. One door Open Charge per container in INR 

(One Door Open charge is applicable for handling container which 
requires only one door to be kept open (e.g. Onion) and when door 
opening and securing is carried in the terminal.) 

G. Charges for fresh water supply per metric tonne in INR 


557.20 


101.97 








SECTION 10 • DWELL TIME CHARGES 


A. Loaded Import contalnerB Forelgn^goliig vessels (USD) 


First 3 days Free 


4-15 days 


20 ' 

Over 20' 
Over 40’ 


16-30 days 


20 ’ 

Over 20' 
Over 40’ 


Thereafter 


20 ' 

Over 20' 
Over 40’ 


B. Loaded Export containers 


First 3 days Free 


4-15 days 


20 ’ 

Over 20' 
Over 40’ 


16-30 days 


20 ’ 

Over 20’ 
Over 40’ 


Thereafter 


20 ’ 

Over 20’ 
Over 40' 


Foreiqn-Qoinq vessels (USD 


Free 


C. Em 





import or Export containers 


Foreign-going vessels (USD) 

First 3 days Free Free 


4-15 days 


20 ' 1.69 

Over 20' 3.38 

Over 40' 5.07 


16-30 days 


20' 3.38 

Over 20' 6.76 

Over 40' 10.14 


Thereafter 


20' 6.76 

Over 20’ 13.52 

Over 40' 20.28 


Coastal vessels (INR) 



356.4 

712.8 

1,069.21 


Coastal vessels (INR 


Free 



356.4 

712.8- 

1,069.21 


Coastal vessels (INR) 
Free 



D. ICD - Loaded and Empty Import and Export Containers moved by Rail 
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Thereafter 



2(7 

8 76 

31319 

Over 20' 

13 52 

626 38 

Over 40’ 

20 28 

939 57 


E. Transhipment loaded Containers 



First 7 days 


8-15 days 


20 ' 

Over 20’ 
Over 40' 


Thereafter 


20 * 

Over 20' 
Over 40' 


F. Transhipment empty containers 


Foreiqn-qoinq vessels (USD 


Free 


Coastal vessels (INR 


Free 





Foreign-going vessels (USD) 

Coastal vessels (INR) 

First 7 days 



20* 

1.93 

89.22 

Over 20' 

3.85 

178.43 

Over 40' 

5.78 

267(55 

8-15 days 



20* 

3.85 

178. 

Over 20’ 

7.69 

356 40 

Over 40' 

11.54 

534.60 

Thereafter 



20’ 

7.69 

35640 

Over 20’ 

15.39 

712.31 

Over 40’ 

23.08 

1.069.21 


G. Shutout loaded & erni 
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— 

Thereafter 

-~- 

■ ■ - ■ .- ■ 



20' 

769 

356 40 



Over 20' 

15.39 

712 81 



Over 40' 

23.08 

1.069.21 



Notes:- 


1 .Ttie total storage period-for a container shall be reckoned from the day following the day of landing upto the 
day of shipment/delivery/date of removal of the container and includes Sundays and Holidays. 

2. Transhlpment containers whose status (mode of dispatch) is suosenuently changed locally shall lose the 
concessional dwell time as prescribed in Section 10 item (E). Dwell time charges/ Other Charges for such 
containers shall be recoverd at par vwth import/export containers. A transhipment bo^ moved other than as 
defined above, shall be charged at Ta-if/s applicable to a export/ import container Such a move will not be 
treated as a transhipment move. 

3. Transhipment containers subsequently changing the mode of dispatch to rail shall be treated as other ICD 
containers for the purpose of levy of storage fees. In such cases additional shifting charges will be applicable 
for movement of containers from container yard to ICD yard. 


4. Vhe users will not have to pay storage charges for the period during which GTI is not in a position to 
deliver/ shift the containers when requested by the users. 

5. Normal import containers subsequently changing the mode of dispatch to rail will enjoy the free period 
applicable to normal import containers only. 

6 The total storage period for a shutout container shall be calculated from the day following the day when the 
container has become shutout till the day of Shipment/defivery. 


7. (I) Dwell time charges for Hazardous containers shall attract 1.25 times the normal applicable charges. 

(li) Dwell time charges for Over height and over dimensional containers shall attract twice the norma! 
applicable charges. 

8. The storage charges on abandoned FCL containers / shippers owned containers shall be levied upto the 
date of receipt of intimation of abandonment in writing or 75 days from the days the day of landing of the 
container, whichever is earlier subject to the following conditions: 

(i) The consignee can issue a letter of abandonment at any time. 

(ii) If the consignee chooses not to issue such letter of abandonement, the container agent/MLO can also 
issue abandonment letter subject to the condition that, 

(a) The Line shall resume custody of container along with cargo and either take it back or remove it from the 
port premises; and 

(b) The lino shall pay all port charges accrued on the cargo and container before resuming custody of the 
container. 


(jii) The container Agent/MLO shall observe the necessary fonnallties and bear the cost of transportation and 
destuffing. In case of their failure to take such action within the stipulated period, the storage charge on 
container shall be continued to be levied till such time all necessary actions are taken by the shipping lines for 
destuffing the cat^o. 

(iv) Where the container is seized/confiscated by the Custom Authorities and the same cannot be de-stuffed 
within the prescribed time limit of 75 days, the storage charges will cease to apply from the day the Custom 
order release of the cargo subject to lines observing the necessary formalities and bearing the cost of 
transportation and de-stuffing. Otherwise, seized/confiscated containers should be removed by the 
line/consignee from the port premises to the Customs bonded area and In that case the storage charge shall 
cease to apply from the day of such removal. 
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9 The status of the vessel, as borne out by its c^tification by the Director General of Shipping shall be the 
deciding factor for its classification as "coastafor 'loreign going"for the purposes of levying vessel related 
charges; and. the nature of cargo or its origin wiH not be of any relevance for this purpose. 

10 (i) Container-related charges denominated In US dollar terms shall be collected In equivalent Indian 
rupees. For this purpose, the maricet buying rate (notified by the Reserve Bank of India, State Bank of India 
or its associates or any other public sector banks as may be specified from time to time) prevalent on the date 
of entry of the vessel into port limits (in case of impcMt containers) and on the date of arrival of containers in 
the Terminal Premises (in case of export containers) shall be applied for conversion of the dollar - 
denominated charges into Indian rupees. 

(ii) The cargo / container related charges for all Coastal cargo / containers, other than thermal coal, POL 
including crude oil, Iron Ore and Iron pellets, should not exceed 60% of the normal cargo / container related 
charges. 

11. (i) The user shall pay penal Interest on delayed payments of any charge under this scal^ of rates. 
Likewise, the GTIPL shall pay penal interest on delayed refunds. 


(ii) The rate of Interest will be 16.75 % p.a. The penal interest will apply to both GTIPL and Its users egually. 
The delay in refunds by GTIPL will be counted only 20 days from the date of completion of services or on 
production of all the documents required from the users, whichever is later. The delay In payments by the 
user will be counted only 10 days after the date of raising the bills by GTIPL. This provision shall, however, 
not apply to the cases where payment is to be made before availing the services as stipulated in the Major 
Port Trusts Act, 1963 and / or where payment of charges in advance is prescribed in this Scale of Rates. 

12 A regular review of exchange rate shall be made once in 30 days from the date of amval in the cases of 
vessels staying in the port for longer period. The basis of billing shall change prospectively with reference to 
the appropriate exchange rate prevailing at the time of review. 

GENERAL NOTES 

1. Users will not be required to pay charges for delays beyond a reasonable level attributable to the Terminal 
operator. 


2. Containers less than and up to 20 feet in length will be reckoned as one TEU for the purpose of Tariff. 

3. The consolidated charges as above include the following elements, viz Stevedoring, use of Gantry crane, 
use of transfer crane, stovrege planning, wharfage on tare weight of containers and containerized cargo, 
transportation. 

4 Containers other than that of standard size requiring special devices or slings or handling will be charged 
twice the applicable rates. Such containers will also include damage containers and any other type requiring 
special devices. 

5 A container from a foreign port landing at GTI for subsequent transhipment to an Indian port on a coastal 
voyage or vice versa would be charged at 50% of the transhipment charge prescribed for foreign going vessel 
and 50% of that prescribed for the coastal category. 

6. In case a vessel idles doe to non availability or breakdown of the shore based facilities of GTI or any other 
reasons attributable to the GTI, rebate equivalent to berth hire charges payable to JNPT accrued during the 
period of idling of vessel shall be allowed by the GTI. 
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